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PREFACE

PREFACE
A study of Josephus as a hiatorian hardly oal18
for an apology.

Josephus, though he may not attain in his

works the epic vision of a historian as Herodotus, or the
political insight of Thucydides, yet consummates the traditions
and labors of an epoch.

The first oenturies before and after

the Common Era, so momentous in the history of mankind, are
nowhere so sharply and tensely mirrored as in the pages of
Josephus.

A glance at a bibliography in any language on

the literature of Josephus will further convinoe one that
the subject is by no means antiquarian.

It is consequently

not an apology that is needed, but a concise exposition as
to how a study of Josephus as a historian will be conducive
to a general study in historiography.
In the first place, a study of Josephus helps to
direct one's attention to a potentially-fruitful perspective
of history.

Generally, the tendenoy among historians is to

view history from the standpoint of its agents -- the men
and nations that have been the makers of history.

The

historian follows the steeds of the Caesars and other men
of action, and views things as these leaders saw them.

It

is natural for him to do so, beoause writing after oenturies
have elapsed since the event he describes, and knOwing the
outoome of the issue, he is equipped with an added item of
knowledge which the original experienoe in the flux did not
possess.

He knows how to differentiate the victor from the

ii
vanquished, and regards them as suoh t'rom the start.

But

it is needless to point out, that there is an additional
party, besides the aotive, to any historioal event.

There

is that group or nation upon whom the event had been wrought,
i.e., the passive element.

To construot history t'rom its

standpoint would be, I think, a highly instructive adventure.
Thus, to t'ollow in Mommsen's history ot' Rome, the
progressive maroh ot'

~

Hamana in the Mediterranean world,

is at'ter all to see only one halt' ot' the pioture.
wonders, what was lit'e in a provinoe?

But, one

How did the people

there look upon Rome, and reaot to its standard ot' oivilization?

lt is seldom that the works ot' a historian at'ford

suoh rare opportunity along that line as do those of Josephus.
In

reading them, one lives mentally in a provinoe of the

Roman Empire, and looks out upon its teeming aotivity.
Here and there, the perspeotive may shift--for Josephus,
as we shall later see, writes often from a Raman point of
view--but generally, the picture remains as aforesaid.

A

stuqy of Josephus is thus conduoive to the reoognition of
a possibly new perspective in historiography.
Secondly, it reveals many items of importance regarding sooial oonditions ot' these times.

Historiography,

during the Roman Empire, had not risen yet to a consoiousness
of the sooial element in history.

A reoognition of the

\

iii

politioal element was its highest aohievement.
To reoonstruct the history of those times in the
full synthetic sense of the modern conception of history,
ancient works must be searohed for indireot data, bearing
upon these aspeots of Roman life.

in this quest, a study

of Josephus is of great consequence.

The large Homan-

Hellenistic cities with their factional strifes, the noisy
Greek and Jewish elements, and a host of other indirect
sidelights of similar interest * are in no contemporary
souroe seen so olearly as here.
Intimate glimpses into the anoient historian's
workshop can also be caught here.

His staff of assistants

can almost be identified; and his criticism of Greek and
Koman historiography presents in a suooinct fashion the
conflioting sohools of history of his time.
Of paramount interest is Josephus still from another
angle, namely, the deoline of the old pagan order in the
Homan

~pire,

and the gradual penetration of Christianity.

There· is no doubt of the faot that the spread of this new
Religion proved in the course of years to be one of the

many contributing causes in the transformation of the Roman
Empire.

The channels through which the pagan world derived

be low

rr

11.O-/z-(

I

,~
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its knowledge of the elements of Hebraic history must

I '"

have naturally colored its conoeption of the newlyoonquering religion.

The septuagint was one source of

that kind, and Josephus another.

A study of his work,

imparts, therefore, a good bit of insight into one of the
fundamental souroes which pre-conditioned the deoline of
Paganism, and shaped the nature and essence of the new
religious order.
Finally, the works of Josephus retain an interest on
the basis of their own merit.

The story of any nation is

important if its aocount is one of conflicts and development
of values--political, social, religious, etc.

That the theme

of Josephus' task is of such a nature, no one will question.
Josephus as a man is, furthermore, a highly instruotive study.

He is the first historian to have written

an autobiography, in the strict sense of the word.

He is

the first ancient historian, regarding whose life and
charaoter there is the most abundant, and almost thoroughgoing material.
These, in short, are the historiographical aspects
.'

that are indirectly touched upon by our study.

To be sure,

the object of this paper is not to confine itself to these
points; the endeavor here in the prefaoe was

on~y

to

demonstrate the general pragmatic value there is behind this
paper--the delineation of Josephus as a historian.

***
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The plan of the paper requ1res no specific comment
save the faot that wherever contentious are of my own
reasoning - as in the points of thesis, motives, etc. i

have aimed at abundance of proof.

On the other hand,

points of faot which are taken fram sources are mentioned
but are not elaborated in detail.
Also, in the introduotion, there are a few historical
facts which could have been omitted, but were given plaoe
there so as to serve as a basis of forthooming disoussion
in the paper.

I.

INTRODUCTION

I.

~NTRODuuT10~

A.

Spirit of the Time

The life of our historian, as it affects the nature,
scope, and limitations of his works, goes deeply down into
the environment of his times, which in turn is a resultant
of oausal factors, past and present.

To understand, there-

fore, fully the forces at work in the life of Josephus as
a historian, we must retraoe our steps to visualize three
fundamental faotors, constituting the spirit of the time.
These are:

(a) Pharisees and

~adduoees,

(b) Chief historical

events, (c) The incompatibility of Roman Spirit and Jewish
Life.
(a)

Pharisees and

~adduoees

The most conspiouous inner development in the history
of israel, during the second Cammonwealth--a development of
momentous consequence in the history of that entire period-is the rise of the

~harisees

and the Sadduoees.

The traditional view of the Pharisees is well known.
J.t can be seen in any dictionary, where the word is given
as a synonym for a hypocrite.

The causes of this unfair,

and damaging, historical judgment we need not enter into;
but that the truth was far away from this conception, a
group of reoent historians have now slowly and definitely
established.

The new tendenoy is seen best in Herford

(1)

R. T. Herford, Pharisaism, and The Pharisees.

(1)

and Moore.

(2)

The picture they draw of the typioal Pharisees,

and of the origin and development of the movement they fostered
is olear, definite, and oonv1ncing.
Pharisaism in its simple stages began its rise with
Ezra, who returning from Babylon (458 B.C.) began, with
royal authorit.y to reform the new Jersalem community that
had formed around the newly-built second Temple.

His original

impelling motive was to establish religious duties as the
personal ooncern of every individual man.

(3)

-Whereas formerly,

knowledge was a prerogative solely of the priestly class,
the masses remaining in ignorance of duties and standards
established by lawgivers and prophets, Ezra brought down
religious knowledge to the realm of the ordinary man.

He

required that every man should be in a position to know what
was oontained in the Torah, and that he should fulfill it
in his daily life.

"What Ezra did was to lay a much greater

emphasis upon the need of obedience to what was contained
in the book of Torah as being the duty of every lSraeli te. "
it was not that Ezra broke away from prophetio teachings,
aiming to establish a rigid legalism; on the contrary, it
l2)

G. F. Moore, Judaism.
(3)

Herford,

~harisai8m,

(4)
ibid ... p. 62.

p. 11.

(4)

3

was an attempt to bring down prophetio prinoiples within
the sphere of aotivity of daily life.

"lie 'oame forward to

enforce their (the prophets') teaohing, to apply it, and
to get from it a larger result of praotioal righteousness
than it had produoed in their time."

(5)

The oenter of leadership was immediately affected.
it shifted from control by an aristocratic priesthood to
that of a popular demooratic body.

}o'or by making soriptures

and other religious knowledge the possession of the people,
a demooratization of religion was inevitable.

"The pharisees

were essentially a demooratio party in the sense that they
were themselves mainly drawn from the people, and safeguarded
the religious rights and privileges of the laity as against
the aristooratic and exolusive priesthood.,,(6)
In harmony with its primary aim, Pharisaism also
encouraged the development of the synagogue, with its
emphasis on personal prayer and piety, as over against
formalistic tendencies of the Temple.

This oreation again

was a further impetus towards the democratization of religion.
It'or while there could be only one Temple for saorifioes in
Jerusalem, with an exclusive priesthood officiating, a
tS)
Herford, pharisaism, p. 65
( 6)

Hastings Enoyo. of .!tel. and Ethios, art. "Pharisees", p. 834.

4

synogogue oould be built in every village, with any
eduoated man to lead it in prayer or scripture reading.
F'or the first time in the world's history. congregational
worship appeared.

(7)

The spirit of

~abbaths

and joyous

festivals could thus easily be brought through the local
synagogUes into the homes of people looated far away from
the sanotuary in Jerusalem.
priesthood, such

(~abbath)

as Temple festivals, the

n,vhereas by the oonservative
oocasions were regarded mainly

~harisees

strove to bring them into

(8)

the common life of the people."

The theoretioal basis of Pharisaism was supplied by
its theory of Torah (Knowledge) and the establismnent of the
aU~lority

of the oral law.

The effect of making the written

Bible the indisputable guide of all conduct soon made it
evident to the early

~harisaic

leaders that life is always

far ahead of any ,vritten dooument, that the latter does not
in faot supply suffioient guidance for all oooasions.

The

method they were forced to adopt .vas, therefore, to study
the written word, extract the essenco of its spirit, and
apply it to new problems.

~oon,

this praotice established

many oral traditions and interpretations, whioh beoame as
authoritative as those of the written law.

Hules of exegesis

-------~-----,~------

(7)

Herford, Pharisaism, p. 79.
( 8)

Hastings _~cyc. of Rel. and
p. 834.

J~thics,

art.

"~harisees",

5

were perfected, and religious laws constantly harmonized
~9)

with the need of new conditions.

'rhus, "an eye for an eye"

was interpreted, through a manipulation of exegetic
principles, to mean IImoney for an eye".

!n general, a theory

of 'rorah was developed which made every discovery of new
thought in the realm of knowledge a successive unfolding
of what had been originally hidden in the written letter.
"By .l:'harisaism, -the element of evolution and progress was
llO)
injected into the law.'i
Personalism, democracy, religious progress - these then
(11)

were the factors that characterized Pharisaism as a movement.
As such, it is easy to perceive how unjust the historical
verdiot has been on the Pharisees.

"A body which thus plaoed

the knowledge and the ministrations of religion into the
hands of the people, cannot have been that self-seeking and
obscurantist sect which traditional ignorance represents the
ll2)
.l:'harisees to have been."
That in oertain individuals,
the movement at times tended towards a formalism, is of no
serious indictment; for all conceptions if overemphasixed
are apt to be misused.

At the heart of the average

~arisee,

Moore, Judaism, i, p. 80.
~lO)Hastings 1!:ncyo. of Religion and Ethios, art. "Pharisees", p. 834.
(11) "Denunciation of this kind ~ of the Pharisees by the New
Testament writers) was of oourse not based on a oareful
and critical study of the views of those who were denounced •••
its form was derived from the human nature which was quite
as strong in the t;hristian as in the Jew."
Herford, The Pharisees, pp. 214-215.
(12).1:'. Goodman, A History of the Je~, p. 24.
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however, "there was the piety whioh sought and fomd God
in the worship of the

~ynagogue

and the home, whioh looked

to Him with love and humble trust, a.nd knew Him to be not
far off but very near. no mere abstract power, no hard
(13)

taslonaster, but the Heavenly it'ather. TI
The influence the Pharisees exerted over the people
~14)

was at no time J3haken.

They maintained their spiritual

hegemony not only beoause they were themselves recruited
from the masses, but ohiefly that the people trusted in their
leadership.

lience, even the servioes in the Temple, around

whioh rallied the 0adducees, were conducted aooording to
their teaohings, for otherwise the people would not have
tolerated them.

In a way, the Pharisees were not a party

in the striot sense of the term, but represented the bulk
tlS)

of the nation.
The sadducees, on the other hand, were really a pa.rty.
Primarily a social class, they were not united for religious
interests, but solely to face the aggressive and popular party
which threatened their position.

~n

the course of time, as

they sought for the ruling power, they too assooiated them(IS)
selves with a definite religious tendency.
They came to
Herford, pharisaism, p. 110.
t14) Schurer, History of Jewish people,
(15) 1b1~., 112, p. 28
(16) Moore, Judaism, i, p. 70.

~~

2

, p. 28.

7

represent the old conservative position of the priesthood-aiming at the control of the Temple by the wealthy class,
ohallenging the authority of the oral law, and denying the
teachings of the Pharisees as regards the immortality of the
soul, freedom of the will and Providenoe over the individual.
They were the representatives of the old archaic religious
~l7)

notions, negating centuries of Jewish development.
Essentially. it could be demonstrated that the
laoked any fundamental attaohment to religion at

~adduoees

t18)

all.

!r'or denying freedom of the will, they minimized

personal responsibility; challenging the doctrine of
Providenoe, they would assert that every man was his lord;
and questioning the Dmuortality of the soul, they denied
reward and punishment.

The basis of any considerable meaning

to be attaohed to religion was thus removed.
that the

~adducees

It is no wonder

appear in the souroes as greedy, avarioious

of power, shifting their allegianoe to wherever the wind blew
for meroenary and politioal gain.
,The

n~ture

of the two leading parties, .pharisees and

oadduoees, is thus olear.

The one embodied the new'demooratio

tendenoy, ohampioned religious progress, plaoed emphasis on
the personal element in religiOUS life, and was not ready
tlcj)t

making oonoessions to political exigenoies at the expense

{i1 )

Sohurer, History of Je~sh People, 112, pp. 34, 38.
tIS) Halevi, Dorcs Harishonim 1, p •. 393.

8

(19)

of religion;"

the other hung on tenaciously to old

aristocratic prerogatives, stressed the immobility of
the written letter, placed emphasis on worldly matters,
and was really to forego religious rights for the benefit
of politioal advantages.
The heat of the struggle that went on between-the
two factions for control of government and Temple was thus
motivated by real issues, and not, as has been fonnerly
supposed, by mere conflicts of harmless dogma.

The essence

of conflicts in states is practically the same in all ages
and oountries; only the form under whioh the issues appear
differs.

~n

Judaea, due to certain historic factors that go

back to the first kingdoms, the terms happened to be religious.
Hut the form did not hinder other vital issues--political,
social, and economic--from being involved as well.
There was still a third group - the

~ssenes.

But as

these were of an asoetic tendency, living in communes far
away from the stirring problems of the day, they exerted
\20)
no direct influence upon the course of events.
The
center of internal activity during the second

~ommonwealth

was thus to be found concentrated on issues between the
popular and aristocratic parties--Pharisees and oadducees.

(19)
Waxman, History of Jewish Literature, p. 57.
\20)

Herford,

~arisaism,

p. 46.

9

(b) Sketoh of Chief Historidal Events
The Jewish rebellion against the Syrian Greeks
Je...,s

whioh in the end won for th& APolitical independenoe was
(21)
in the main a religious revolt.
its object in the start
was not politioal independenoe but religious freedom.

As

conditions changed, and the former objeot was made the goal
of the national endeavor, the flushing suocess brought with
it wweeping results.

The old theooratio self-suffioienoy

of the Judaean oommunity had to give way to pressing
problems and polioies of government.

Palestine, whioh had

been until then a negligible state, indistinguishable within
the great Persian Empire, unrecognized by Greek writers
during the early Hellenistio period, was suddenly raised
~22)

into an independent kingdom of distinotion.

The struggle

brought with it the spirit of a heroio age--the period of
the Maocabees.

But at the same time, it brought new problems

of organization to the front.

~hould

the new state go on

developing on lines of the theooratic system of

~zra,

or

should it allow itself to drift into a seoural policy of
politioal expansion, waging war, etc., similar to that of
all other states?
~21)

Herford,

~harisaism,

p. 39.

(22)

J. Klausner, Jesus of

~azareth,

pp. 135-136.
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During the reign
ruler,

~imon,

of'~le

first independent Hasmonean

the oonflicting elements were still latent;

the joy of the newly-won independenoe was yet too great to
give prominence to difference of opinion.

In the ensuing

reign, however, of John Hyrcanus, the secularization policy,
with its attempt of unlimited territorial expansion, had
gone too far to please the P.harisaic element.

The

~rince

was obliged to commenoe looking for support of his polioies
to the

wealt~

families; a gradual alienation between the

¥harisees and the ruler was started.

The definite breach

occured in the middle of his reign, when Hyrcanus allied
himself with the

~adducean

element, flabrogated the ordinances

the Pharisees had established, and punished those who observed
{23)
them. tt
The gradual estrangement between the bulk of the
people and the rulers was bound to follow.
momentum in the short reign of Aristobolus

!t gathered
~,

who concluded

the secularization policy by offioially assuming the title
king.

That was a fatal step.

The first ruler,

~imon,

oareful to avoid it; he was only the Nasi, the prinoe.

was
For

sinoe he was not a deoendant of David, also because he held
the offioe of high

~iest,

he found it to be prudent not to

combine the two functions in one person.

Moore, Judaism, i, p. 58.

liith Aristobolus t

11

restoration of the official monarchy, which in itself
was an unwise step, and further procedure to combine secular
and priestly authority in the king--the new policies
ultimately proved to the disadvantage of both Temple and
::state.

"The two offices were quite incompatible, the ideals

of the one being fundamentally different from the other.
it invested the priesthood with the glamour of wealth and
worldly power, which alienated it from the sympathies,
\24)
the respect and the attachment of the mass of the people."
Later on, in the Roman period, the two offices were again
separated; but the mischief done could no longer be checked.
The high priesthood, having lost its sanctity in the eyes
of the people, became an object of barter, a political tool
'.

in the hands of irresponsible leaders.

The people, estranged

from the rulers, were bound to compensate their loss by
turning to the popular leaders--the Pharisees.
ln the period of Alexander Janneus, the oppasition
came to open confliot.

For six years the king with foreign

troops fought against his people.

The struggle ended in the

intimidation of the people, the assassination of 800 leaders,
and the flight of the great Pharisaio leaders to

~gypt

and

Judaism and the Beginning of Ghristianity, art. "Jewish
History", p. 15.

--------

---------------------------------

12
(25)
other oountries.

Two deoades the ldng and his nobles

ruled against the interests of the people.
Before his death, he, repented, and advised his wife,
Alexandra, to make peaoe with his life-long enemies.
Aocordingly, she reinstituted the complete Pharisaic order
to its old prominence in the state.

Upposition ceased, the

leaders of the people assumed oontrol, and an era of peace
(26)
and relative prosperity followed.
But it was not for long.

.unmediately after Alexandra t s

death, her two sons, Aristobolus 11 and HYroanus
a civil war.

~I,

oaused

Of the two, Hyroanus was the senior; but as

Aristobolus was of a more aggressive and a worldly type of
oharacter than his brother, the
younger brother.

~adducean

element baoked the

The Pharisees, on the other hand, not

finding Hyroanus to their heart, both in ability and dispOSition, and realizing also that the struggle would involve
t27)

new wars, withdrew from the field,
bargain for his terms.

and left liyroanus to

An agreement between the brothers

was reached--Aristobo1us to become king and Hyrcanus High
Priest.
Hyroanus, in his moment of despair--for he was now
estranged from both parties--silently turned to a new group,
an 1dumean-.Jewish family, ...'\ntipater by name, who too saw in

(25)

History of Jewish People, 11 2 , p.27.
(26) Marx and Margolis, History of Jewish People, p. 161.
(27) Halevi, Doros Harishonim i, pp. 527-28.
0ohure~,

p
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the younger prince a hindrance to his ambitions.
Aocordingly, they both fled the city and returned at the
head of an army.

Aristoboll.ls was defeated, retreated to

the Temple and a siege followed.

~t

was at this moment that

a messenger appeared from Pompey, who had been sent by rtome
to Asia, and ordered the raising of the siege.
were to a ppear before pompey in lJaInascus.

Both brothers

When the depu-

tations of the contestants arrived before the general, it
was found that a third one had came from the people to ask
for the abolition of royalty and a restoration of the old
t28)

theocratic constitution.

lt was a telling event: it

showed that the people did not regard either of the two
brothers as possible ideal rulers.
Pompey reserved his deoision and meanwhile asked
Aristoboll.lS to aocompany him on same Nabatean expedition.
Aristobolus consented; but realizing that he was playing too
easily into the hands of the Roman, and high-handed that
he was, he fled at the first opportune moment to a fortress
in Palestine.

Forced to surrender, he managed to esoape to

Jerusalem.

was thither that pompey retired, and took

~t

Jerusalem by force t63

B.~.).

Aristobolus was taken oaptive

to Rome and made to march in the procession of pompey's
t28)

Moore, Judaism, i, p. 72.
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triumph. while tlyroanus, a pawn in the hands of Antipater.
was made .e.;thnaroh.
There followed a twofold result out of this oomplioation.

The

~adduoees,

having supported Aristobolus, oame to

·oe identified as an anti-Homan party; while the r'harisees
withdrew entirely, out of despair. from the political field
and went back to their schools and theoretioal studies.

'!.hey

became as a party indifferent to politics.
Henoeforth, the history of Judaea followed along the
development of these two trends.

Descendants of Aristobolus

emerged time and again to regain the country by arms; but
wi th every new attempt that was put down, the Anti pater , pro-

Homan, family penetrated more deeply and harshly into the
heart of the country and people.
to the last degree.

The nation beca.me enfeebled

Thus, when Antigonus, son of Aristobo1us,

seized the country, with the help of the r'arthians, and
managed to rule it for three years, Herod, son of Antipater,
returned with
step by step.

~oman

legions and reoonquered the land anew

''.It was a war that drenohed the land of 18rael

~29)

in blood. 1I
Herod's reign in Palestine was from its start therefore
that of a foreign king.

Lavishing money on many foreign

{29)

J. Klausner, Jesus of Nazareth, p. 143.
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Hellenistic oities to earn fame and honor, his rule in

I

1-

his own country was charaoterized by an attempt "of wiping
out all memory of the Maccabean house and the noble families
~30)

whioh supported it."
people.

He deeply mistrusted and bated the

His mistrust went as far as hi s wife and his own

children, whom he killed off at the slightest suspioion of
disloyalty to him.

"::;oaroe a day passed but someone was

put to death •••• Bloodshed, confiscation of property, harsh
taxation, stern political oppression, deprivation of freedom,
suspicion, espionage, flattery of the great, increase of
~3l)

want and poverty--these are the marks of Herod's government. II
His contempt for the people he ruled was great, but he
suffered them, as long as they kept out of mischief and paid
his taxes, to pursue their interests.

The innocent ¥harisees

he left unmolested; for "he could see that the materials for
a revolt lay ready to hand in the power of the Pharisees over
~32)

the mass· of the people."
For thirty-three years Herod reigned and exasperated
the will of the people.

Even the moderate Pharisees oould

hardly refrain from developing a deep aversion to existing
(30 )

J. Klausner, Jesus of Nazareth, p. 145.
(31)

!bid., pp. 148-49.
(32)

Herford, The Pharisees, p. 49.
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oonditions.

For "as bad as the rule of the Hasmoneans

had beoome, that of Herod was worse, and behind all was
the possibility of far greater ills in the onooming might
(33)

of Rome."

So when Herod died, delegates of the people

onoe more appeared before the high tribunal of the Roman
Empire, the

~peror's

Court, to plead in favor of home-rule

directly subject to Rome itself.

As their wish was not

heeded, Herod's will was oonfirmed, and Arohelaus, his son,
was made Sthnaroh.

Ten new years of oppression followed,

when Archelaus had to be recalled and banished to Gaul.
Judaea sank into a Roman province administered by a proourator resident in Caesarea, and subject to the authority
of the prefect of Syria.
Theoretically, the rule of the first group of
procurators (6-41 A.D.) should have been an era of peace,
and the Jewish people should have had no cause to complain
for any want of oonsideration paid to them. The Jewish
.
(34)
religion stood under state proteotion;
the Emperor
worship, except in the time of Caligula, was not demanded
in Palestine; the administration of civil law was in the
hands of Jewish Courts.

.m practice, however, lithe average

(33)
Herford, The Pharisees, p. 49.

(34)
Sohurer, History of Jewish People,

1

2

p. 75.

,
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----------

-

-

----~-~-------------

17
Roman offioial was always disposed to disregard all suoh
nioe, delioate oonsideration.

And the unfortunate thing

was, that Judaea, especially in the last deoades before
the war, had more than one governor who had lost all sense
{35)

of right and wrong. 1l
The last ray of hope appeared in the short reign
of Agrippa I, a grandson of Herod, who was reinstituted as
king of the whole of Palestine by Galigula, whose personal
friend he was.

The brief reign of three years oame like
(36)

a healing balsam to the suffering people.

But upon his

death that was sudden, Judaea onoe more beoame a Homan
provinoe to be administered by procurators, while his son
Agrippa 11 was invested with only the small kingdom of
Chalois, in Northeastern Palestine, together with the office
of supervision of the 'femple, and its aooompanying right of
nominating the high priests.
The seoond group of procurators (44-66 A.D.) to whom
the government of the oountry
a olimax the entire period.

~~s

now entrusted brought to

Their rapacity and severity

simply drove the people to rebellion.

"Even the best among

them, to say nothing at all of the others who trampled right
and law under foot, had no appreoiation of the faot that a

(35)

2

Sohurer, History of Jewish People, II , p. 79.
(36)

lbid., p. 157.

F
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people like the Jews required, in a permanent degree,
consideration for their prejudioes and peculiarities.
instead of exercising mildness and toleration, they had
only applied themselves with inexorable striotness to
(37)

suppress any movement of the popular life."

The rupture

finally came during the administration of Florus.
~arisees

Moderate

and Zealots rose in determination against the

insistent insolenoe of the governor.

Agrippa who was then

at Alexandria hastened to Jerusalem and urged the people,
in an open assembly, to abandon the hopeless struggle.

The

people were ready to establish order. and declare their
allegiance to the emperor, but would not yield to reacoept
Florus.

As Agrippa, however. insisted even on the latter

point, the Zealots oarried the day by decreeing the suspension
of the customary daily sacrifices brought for the Emperor.
That was a bold act, equivalent to an open declaration of
war.

Agrippa and his troops were routed.

~nd

the aoman

garrison in Jerusalem subdued.
The aevance of uestius Gallus from Syria and his
sudden unaccounted for retreat whioh ended in a flight,
and a great victory for the Jews, gave the people further
oo~rage

and hope in their firm decision of war.

The last

bridges were burned and the party of recomciliation oeased
(37)

2
Schurer, History of Jewish People, i I , p. 167.
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to exist oompletely.

Judaea definitely entered into a

life-or-death struggle.
The tragic oonsequences of the destruction were
inevitable.

The apportioning of the country into provinces

and the appointment of generals for their defense--Josephus
our historian receiving the district of Galilee-would have
under the best conditions of unity and efficiency only
prolonged the struggle; the outcome was clear.

As it was,

group oppositions and petty personal oalculations helped
to speed the work of the enemy.

"The Jews fought with all

the despair and heroism born in the defence of home and
t38)

religion against the insolent alien tyrant."
was of no avail.

But it

Significant of note, however, was the

fact that the men who now had the power in their hands
"belonged exclusively to the higher ranks.

The ohief

priests, the most distinguished of the Pharisees, were
t39)

those who direoted tle organization of the land defence."
The union of all olasses of people against Rome
brings into relief the existence of a oertain inoompatibility
between the Homan and Jewish elements of life that even the
peaoeful, non-politioally minded, Pharisees were constrained
to admit.

ire must turn to the nature of that incompatibility,

(38)
Goodman, tlistory of Jewish People, p. 35.
(39)

2

Sohurer, History of Jewish ¥eople, I , p. 214.
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in order to understand the restlessness of the entire
period, -which formed the inmediate baokground of Josephus.
(c) lncompatiblli ty of Roman spirit and Jewish Life,
"The Roman rule in Palestine is one of the tragedies
l40)
of history. II
The nature of the antagonism between Homan
and Jewish elements will forever remain a theme of interest.
Rome had suoceeded in subjugating and pacifying all the
Mediterranean nations; in the course of that process, it
had used devastating warfare only for purposes of external
conquest, but seldom for the internal submission of a people
to its rule.

For once a people acquiesced in its loss of

political independence, and recognized the sovereignty of
Home in state matters, autonomy was granted in practically
all cases, and the yoke of submission was not found to be
too burdensome.

in Judeea alone, the country, for the 130

years of Homan rule, hardly ever submitted to the foreign
yoke.

Fires of revolt were always smouldering.

A possbile

.

hasis for harmony was never achieved .,v'hat were the causes
operating in making Judaea the exception?

Mere difference

of religion could not apparently have been the cause, since
the Jewish people of the second Commonwealth had repeatedly
shown that they could oooperate with

~ersians,

Seleucian and

!-'tolemayan Greeks, though they did worship other gods.
(40)

F. Jackson, Josephus and Jews, p. 154.

There
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must have been therefore something more fundamental than
mere differenoe of religion that hindered the development
of a peaoeful Palestine under Roman rule.

what were the

oauses?
In the list of these oauses, prominenoe must first
be given to the growing intense Jewish publio consoiousness
of its religious heritage.

The time when pure monotheism

with its unoompromising standard of worship was championed
by a few prophets alone was gone; a peouliar phenomenon had

instead arisen.

The entire people, speaking in terms of

the bulk of the nation, came to be so imbued with religious
teaohings and oonviotions that even martyrdom could not
stand in the way of their attachment to them.

In part, the

rise of this religious consoiousness was due to the hegemony
the Pharisees wielded over the people, with their demooratizing
the eduoational institutions of religion, with their emphasis
on personal piety and individual responsibility.

But what-

,

ever the causes of this phenomenon were, it oontinued to be
throughout this entire period a faotor of tremendous significanoe.

!t accounts why a sacrilegious aot of some Roman

official immediately aroused the antagonism of the entire
people as of one person.
The average Roman, or for that matter any pagan,
hardly oomprehended an uncompromising attaohment of that

22
kind of religion.

To him, religion was binding, but with

a looseness of standards.

Polythei&m in partioular was

never as demanding and exaoting as strict Monotheism.
the eyes of the average

~oman,

ln

the ordinary Jew must have

therefore appeared a senseless fanatio, sensitive of any
question that even but slightly touched his religion, and
void of appreoiation of the arts and accepted standards of
pagan life.
At times, the Roman might have been awed by the sincerity
and deepness of the conviction the Jewish person entertained
for his religion, but he oould never tolerably understand
him.

Thus, the famous soene of the "standards" between

Pilate and the people at Gaesarea; the latter had

gott~n

wind of the faot that Pilate had plaoed Koman standards
with images of Caesar wi thin Jerusalem, and immediately
orowds hastened to Gaesarea to petition him to remove them.
Josephus pictured the scene pOintedly.
"Pilate sat upon his tribunal, and called
to him the multitude as desirous to give them an
answer; and then gave a signal to the soldiers,
that they should all at onoe enoompass the Jews
with their weapons; so the band of soldiers stood
round about the Jews in three ranks.

The Jews

were under the utmost oonsternation at that

23
unexpeoted sight.

Pilate also said to them

that they should be cut in pieces unless they
would admit of -Caesar's images, and gave
intimation to the soldiers to draw their naked
swords.

Hereupon the Jews, as it were at one

signal, fell down in vast numbers together, and
exposed their neoks bare, and cried out that
they were soon ready to be slain than that
their laws should be transgressed.

Hereupon

Pilate was greatly surprised at their prodigious
superstition, and gave order that the ensigns
t4l)
should be presently oarried out of Jerusalem."
Pilate, humiliated and possibly awed must oertainly
have shrugged his shoulders at that display of fanaticism.
J.t was to him a display of "prodigious superstitionlt.

His

further experience with them, as their resentment of his
using the funds of the Temple for the oonstruotion of an
aqueduct, must have only driven him conclusively to the
conviction that whatever was of Roman origin seemed to be
distasteful to the Jews.

That the cause of their opposition
(42)

was religious, and from their standpoint therefore justified,

(41)
Josephus,

~,

(42)

J.bid., ii, 9, 4.

ii, 9, 3.
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only brings into further relief the prominenoe of the
.intense religious consoiousness as an element oontributing
to the disoordance existing between Homan and Jewish life.
The nature of the t,ypioal Roman official of the
period was another faotor that hindered the development of
an harmonious fusion of Roman and Jewish interests.

At

best, he regarded a provinoe as an opportunity to become
rioh.

He was generally poorly equipped to understand the

nature of the people amidst whom he was sent, and he did
not care to go out of his way to understand them.

He was

in the provinoe to oarry out his duties--enforce peaoe,

quiet

sediti~ns,

see that taxes are paid, ete.,--and cared

l ittle for the ways and means by which he ,ac oompli shed them.

And why should any people, he must have thought, be given
speoial privileges and allowed immunities from oertain duties
that were expeoted of &veryone in the Empire?

He was there-

fore loath, and at times quite deliberately unwilling to
pass over minor troublesome interests, whioh might have
easily been avoided.

Thus, he demanded that the High-

priestly robes be sealed and deposited with him, to be
given over to the people only on festival Seasons.

"'fhis

was a most galling insult to the people; a more marked
{43)
symbol of subservienoe could scaroely be found."

l4S)
Klausner, Jesus of Nazareth, p. 161.

-------------------------------------------------------------------

-

--

25

A similarly minor but offensive incident was the stationing of soldiers in the Temple during holidays to keep
order--another flinching insult

~o

the people.

The

blessings the Romans brought to the country, as peaoe,
roads, etc., were oonsequently forgotten in face of the
public fear of the Roman's flouting his religion.

Thus

irritated and affronted, the rancour, hatred, and wrath
of the people were slowly nourished, while the Roman in
turn driven to extremity oonoluded that since he could not
govern the people, he would be driven to destroy them.

Thus,

a Roman captain put down an ordinary sedition by burning a
city, enslaving its inhabitants, and crucifying some 2000
(44)

people.
The third group, the Herodian family, might have
through some well-meaning endeavor possessed the key to the
conciliation between the Koman and Jew.
the Herodian group

SO

But unfortunately,

completely identified itself with

Roman policies and sympathies that the people always saw
that their only hope of retaining peace in the country was
that this group should not hold the reins of government.

(44)

Josephus,

~,

ii, 5, 1-2.
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"How great must have been the sufferings endured by the
people to make them see freedom rather in the rule of a
(45)

foreign power than in the rule of one of their own faith."
The ohasm between Roman and Jew was thus left unbridged.
How little the people oould look upon the Herodians

for understanding and help is seen from the faot that when
they finally plunged into the struggle against Rome, the
Jewish-Herodian king, !grippe. II, joined with his al'll\Y
the Raman legions, and had a hand in the destruction of
Jerusalem and Temple.
There oould therefore be no harmonization between
Raman and Jew as there had been between Hellenism and Judaism.
For in Hellenism the Jew saw a culture; there was a middle
group that spanned the ultra Jewish and Hellenistic forms
of life.

In case of the Roman rule in Palestine, there was

no such group.

The Jew therefore saw in its rule nothing

but the al'll\Y.

Aversion to its outward material and mili-

taristio forma was bound to follow.
The incompati bility between Raman and Jew is thus
clear.

The lite of Josephus, which in essence is an attempt

of finding a harmoll¥ between these two opposing toroes beoomes
therefore of speoia1 interest to our greater problem of
Josephus as a historian.

(45)
Klausner, Jesus of Nazareth, p. 154.
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B.

Life ot Josephus

The life ot Josephus bears an outward resemblanoe
to that of Thuoydides and Polybius.

Like the tormer, he

was a leader and eye-witness in the war of whioh he afterwards beoame its historian, and like Polybius. the break
between oommander and author was oooasioned by a submission
of the general to the Raman order of life.

It follows that

the lite of Josephus is divided by the great war of his
time into two portions, and as it happens, into two nearly
equal portions: "Thirty-three stormy years spent in Pa1.estine
by the priest, patriot, general, and prisoner. Joseph ben
Matthias, and a period ot oomparative oalm pulled by the
Roman oitizen and man of letters, Flavius Josephus, in the
(46)
oapital of the Empire. 1t
(a)

in Palestine

Josephus was born in the year 37 A. D., the first
year of the reign of caligula, to an illustrious priestly
and aristocratio family in Jerusalem.

On his father's side,
(47)

he was a priest of the first of the 24 saoerdotal orders,
and on his mother's side, he was of royal raoe, "sinoe she
was the daughter of Jonathan, the first of the Hasmoneans
(48)

to rule over J.srael in the oapaoity of High Priest".
Judaism and the Beginning of Christianity, art. "Josephus",
p. 169.
l47) Josephus,

(48) J.bid., 1

L
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The early years of his life were spent in rather
peaceful and tranquil times.
Pontius

~ilate

A year before his birth

had been recalled, and Agrippa

his liberty and kingdom.

~fuen

1

given

he was seven years of age,

and began coming in contact with the city environment,
the period of the second group of procurators had set in.
Perhaps the earliest impressions he retained were those of
a pretending prophet, Thaddaeus, who when having gathered
a multitude of people to the Jordan to perform there same
miracle or act of baptism had been overtaken and killed
by the first procurator Fagus, and his head / struok off/

{49)

was carried into the city as a warning to the people.
But in comparison with the turmoil and excitement that
followed under the coming procurators, this period in
Josephus' life was comparatively peaceful.
His education, as of all youths of his age, centered
in the Torah and tradition.

He was careful to inform his

readers of his early accomplishments in that field.
"I made mighty proficiency in the improvements of my
learning, and appeared to have both a great memory and
understanding.

Moreover. when

1.

was a ohild, and-about

(49)
Josephus,

Antiquitie~,

xx, 5, 1.
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fourteen years of age, I was commended by all for the
love I had to learning; on whioh acoount the high priests
and principal men of the oity came then frequently to me
together, in order to know my opinion about the aoourate
(50 )

understanding of points of the law."
(51)

The aOOOlmt, as one author remarks,

puts one

over on Luke, who makes Jesus sit in the Temple as a disciple
of the Habbis, while here the Rabbis go consulting Josephus
. in his home.

That the statement of the latter must not be

taken on its face value can be seen from his mature works,
where Josephus does not by any means reflect a profound
(52)

knowledge of the law and tradition of his people.
vfuen he was sixteen, he resolved to study the tenets
of the three seots of Judaism; aooordingly, he applied himself
to the great teachers of the time--Gamaliel the Elder, the
great pharisaic leader, and Banus of the Essenes.

As the

latter resided in the .vilderness, we are to trust Josephus
that he attaohed himself to that seot for three years, in
resignation of all the luxuries of the city.

It is possible

that here, living in the l!:ssene oonununity, he attained his
belief and practioe in those elements of superstitious
~(5~O")-------------------------------------------

Josephus,

~,

2.

(51)

Jaokson,
(52)

::lee below

Joseph~s

PP-

and Jews, p. 6.
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religion whioh so well ooincided with Greco-Homan belief,
and which were of good advantage to him later on in life.
n~nely.

the prediction of future events, and the meaning
t53)

and interpretations of dreams.

At the age of nineteen

he retrQrned to Jerusalem, and deoided to assooiate himself
definitely with the ¥harisees.
do.

It was a prudent thing to

Hepresenting the paoifist group, whioh affirmed belief

in mortal as over against physical foroe, the Pharisees as

a whole were left unmolested by the Romans; and championing
the whole tradition, the Pharisees had their influence over
the masses of the people.

That Josephus ,vas not sincere in

his Pharisaic conviotions. we shall later demonstrate.

But

nominally. and indeed for all practical purposes, he was
then a priest and a

~harisee.

In the next six-seven years that he spent in Jerusalem.
he must have had many opportunities to affirm his influence
in many oiroles and on many occasions.

becoming intensely nervous.

The

t~~es

were quickly

The procuratorship of Felix,

in itself an unheard of precedent--as he was practically
the first freedman upon whom an office with military command
(54)

had been conferred
directions.

--had enoouraged misgovernment in all

It was no wonder that bitter feeling against

-----_._-----

(53)
Bentwich, Josephus, p. 41.
(54)

Schurer, Histor,y

~

Jewish People,

J.

2

,

p. 175.

31
I .

Rome was inoreasing.

'['/hen the Zealots attempted to rise.

innumerable orucifixions and general punishments beoame
the order of the day.

As severity and oruelty gave oooasion

to still further trouble, the Sicarii arose--a still more
zealous group of-the patriots.

Armed with small daggers,

they would mix among crowds and make short work of Roman
sympathizers.

lillien Felix was reoalled and Festus sent in

his plaoe, an attempt was made to undo the mischief of the
former proourator.

But Festus died while soaroely holding

office two years, and the coming of Albinus only intensified
the oonflict and hurried it on to -its final bloody conolusion.
In all of these stirring events it was impossible for
a priest and an aristoorat not to have his hand in things
somehow.

Thus, in the second year of the procuratorship of

Albinus, 63 A. D., the t;-/enty-sixth year of Josephus' life,
he left his oountry on a voyage to the imperial city of
Rome, to help the release of oertain priests, closely related
to him, who had been arrested for politioal suspicions by
the governor 1<'elix and sent to Rome for trial.

The voyage

could not have been without a lasting impression on our hero.
tiaving· left his oountry in a moment when it was seething with
turmOil, bitterness and oonfusion, he sailed into the peaoeful
western hemisphere of the Homan Empire.

He was shipwrecked

on the first boat in the Adriatio and had to swim for his life

l
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{ 55)

until sighting in the next morning a vyreene ship.
The horrors of that night must have quiokly faded out
of his mind as he sailed on from there to PUteoli, thenoe
by road to the Home of Nero times.

Through a Jewish actor,
t56)

Aliturius, a favorite

-~th

the famous

~oppea,

Nero's wife,

he was presented to {;ourt, .and through her obtained the end
of his mission, as well as many presents--"a fact which goes
far to suggest that the young Jew was not deficient in
good looks and courtly manners and well aoquainted with the
(57)
great art of flattering those who might be useful to him."
As he returned home, he took along with him, besides
his friends and presents, a deeply-seated impression of the
might an invinoibility of the rtoman power.

"The Imperial

city was then at the height of its material magnificenoe.
and must have made an inunense impression of power upon the
(58)

young Jewish aristoorat. 1I
When Josephus stepped into Jerusalem the year 65,
things were beyond oontrol of any one person.

The outrages

of Florus had just occurred, and the people had been driven
(55)

Josephus, Life, 3.
(56)

{57)
{58)

L~

Apparently a Jewish proselyte - Judaiam and Beginning
of {;hristianity, p. 170.
~isler,

Messiah Jesus, p. 24.

Bentwioh, Josephus, p. 43.
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to despair.

The Herodian party, i.e., the royal house

and its supporters, endeavored to preserve peace by
dwelling on the inevitable end of the insurrection--but
it proved of no avail.

There followed the march of vestius

Gallus in the autumn of 66, and his defeat at Beth-Horen,
the massacre of the Roman garrison in the city--the war
party had become dominant.

Josephus was oarried along by

the rising stream of rebellion.

Finally, when the ::;anhedrin

turned into a counoil of war and apportioDSd the oountry
into military distriots for proteotions, Josephus was given
his famous, or infamous, post of taking charge of Galilee.
For the next six months, i.e., between the autumn
of 66, andVespasian's arrival in the spring of 67-everything in Josephus' life is shrouded in mystery.
himself gives us in his books, the

!:!!! and

~J

He

suoh two

radioally opposing aocounts of his plans and aotions during
that period that hardly anything definite can be seen.
(59)

To mention one of the maqy disorepancies: in the

~,

he is sent as one of the six generals to oonduct a regular
(60 )
campaign, and in the Life
on a pacifio mission to disarm
the Galillean insurgents.

Modern Josephan students, however,

(59)

Josephus, Wars, ii, 20, 3.
(60 )

Josephus,

~,

7.
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have reoonstructed the aocount in its major points:
1.

Josephus, hardly thirty years of age, had very

little to commend him for that most responsible military
( 61)

post of all,

save the influenoe of his distinguished

friends in the upper circles.

NOW

these friends had by

force of ciroumstanoes gone over to the war party, but
still silently retained hopes for peaoe, and awaited the
coming of a new Homan army to dishearten the rebellion.
Josephus while aocepting the command for war was yet to
go and procrastinate things until the domans would come.
{ 62)

His po1ioywas thus fran the start a double waiting game.
"one is fain to surmise that those who sent him, as well
as he himself, were anxious to pretend resistanoe to Home,
(63)

but really to work for resistanoe to the rebellion. II
2 .ifuen Josephus oame to Galilee, he found the
people almost violently ready for war, save one oity,
Sepphoris.

fhe Galillean people, in oonstant insurreotion

for the last half oentury, had been the most sturdy and
warlike element of the oountry; it was there that the

( 61)
::;ohurer, .!:ii stOry of Jewish People,

.L

2 , .p. 215.

(62)

H. Thackeray, Josephus the Man and Historian, p. 12.
~63)

8entwioh, Josephus, p. 46.
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Zealots and Siearii first arose.
had its popular leader.

~aoh

town partioularly

'Nhen the people observed the

ambiguous aots of Josephus they began to suspeot his
intentions and, finally, aocused him openly of doubledealing.

Things oame to an issue when Josephus prevented

John Gisohala, a popular leader, from seizing imperial oorn
stored in the province, and further deolared his intention
of returning spoils seized from the steward of King Agrippa,
(64)
alrea~

the avouohed enemy of his people.

~ntrigue

and

mutual attempts of assassination followed, and the oities
arose against the leadership of Josephus.
reported to Jerusalem.

His oonduot was

vfuen a deputation was sent to

investigate the matter, he, warned by his friends of their
ooming, seized them--and reoaptured the oities that had
been in revolt against him.
3.

Meanwhile, the winter passed, and in the early

spring, Vespasian in all sinoerity moved down upon Galilee
from Syria.

The dissenting oities, together with ,Josephus,

were oonstrained to do something about proteotion.

Josephus

at the first sight of the Homan legions lost heart and
immediately retreated into the fortress of Jotapata.

There

he held out a forty-seven days siege, when on the taking of
( 64)

Sohurer, History of Jewish People, !2, p.2l7.
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the fortress, he and other leaders took refuge in a oave.
Discovered, Josephus wanted to surrender but was prevented
by his companions, who deoided that all should rather die
by the hands of one another than surrender to the Romans.
t65)
By plain oheating in the oasting of the lots,
he was
the last one to survive, and then surrendered to a Homan
officer, .Nicanor, an old aoquaintanoe.

"How he had oome

to make such useful acquaintances in the enemw's oamp, he
\66)
is careful not to tell."
From then on his progress was rapid.

tlrought before

Vespasian, he resorted to uttering something whioh though
it had been for some time in the air was yet dangerous to
voioe.

But the miracle worked: he told Vespasian of a

prophetio dream oonoerning his rise to the imperial throne.
The Roman general was quietly impressed, and at the suggestion
of 'ritus spared meanwhile Josephus t life.·
of 68-69, the year

0

The caning year

f the four emperors, showed Vespasian

that Josephus' prophecy was right.

He was then given his

liberty and made to aocompany Vespasian to Alexandria.

From

there, he returned with Titus to the siege of Jerusalem
and together with Agrippa

ii

fought against his oountrymen.

Eisler, Messiah Jesus, p. 199
.Lbid., p. 25.
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In particular, his task was to deliver orations, within
the hearing distance of the people on the walls of the
city, to desist them fram their struggle against Rome,
and convince them of the invinci bility of its arms.
words had no effect.

His

Coming as they did from the mouth

of a traitor, his words made only some faint-hearted
persons desert; the multitude received them with scorn,
and pressed on the siege more vigorously than ever.

The

end came in the summer of the year 70 when the city was
destroyed and the Temple burned.

Josephus was made to

aocompany Titus on his way through s,yria to Rame--where
there began for him the second period of his life.
(b) Life in Rame: His Works
In Rome, Josephus quickly, and almost completely,
passed out fram the life of his people.

It is true that he

professed to the end of his days allegiance to the Jewish
religion, but the remarkable apathy with which he describes
the glory of the triumph of the

tw~

Flavians, father and son--

a triumph whioh marked the ruin of his oountry and people-shows Josephus to have traveled far away fram the consciousness of his countrymen.

It appears also very unlikely that

he ever came in contact with his compatriots mf that city.
ln Rome, there had always been, since the days of Pompey.
an important Jewish community.

A part of the great Jewish

life in the Diaspora of the Roman Empire, that group too

vms

•
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imbued with all the qualities that marked the oharacter
of suoh communities: zealous of its faith, missionary in
endeavor, and extremely loyal to their nation and oountry.
Josephus, traitor as he appeared to them, must have been
an object of contempt in their eyes.

The satisfaotion of

the imperial family with him--for he was now lodged in the
royal palace. pensioned, and oommissioned to write the
triumph of the Flavians--must have only furthered the gulf
between him and the Jewish people of Rome •

With what inner

equanimity Josephus spent these 35 years of his life, we
are thus left to conjecture.
The intelleotual cirole of Rome at this time was
that of Pliny. Tacitus, Juvanal, etc.

But Josephus was

hardly of their group.

The fashionable Greek tongue of
(67)
the time he never wastered; he himself admits it.
His
reoourse in friendship was henoe to his old aoquaintance
Agrippa II.

It was he that kept in touoh with Josephus

throughout the period of his writing, and confirmed his
(68)
books in 62 letters.
That friendship. in itself an
indication of the meagerness of Josephus' compansionship
in Rome, is still from another angle, as we shall later ses,

(67)
Josephus, Antiquities, xx, 11, 2.
(68)

Josephus,

~,

65.
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hardly a flattery to the worth of our historian.
The first draft of "The Jewish Wars", w.ritten in
Aramaic, and intended for Jews and Parthians of the East
lito serve them as a manifesto of the futility of further
(69)

opposition"

shows the last trace of Josephus

definite
'
oonneotion with his people. That was in the early years
(70)
of his stay in Rame--perhaps as early as 72 A. D.
With his final Greek edition of the same work, our historian
completely turned to the Greco-Roman world.

Henoeforth,

his task was to color the history and oulture of his people
in

Hellenized fOrmB.

The Greek edition, though termed by Josephus himself
( 71)
as a "translation" of his earlier Aramaic version,
is,
however, in its present form of no such nature.

"A

remarkable fact about it is the purity of the Greek and
(72)

the entire absence of' any Sign of its Semitic parentage."
(69)

Judaism and Beginning of

Christianit~.,

art. "Josephus",

p. 175.

(70)

Eisler, Messiah Jesus, p. 29.
(71)

Introduction to Wars, 1
(72)

----

Ibid. J 1.
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It appeared towards the end of Vespasian's reign--between
the years of 75 and 79 A. D.--and immediately received
official commendation of Titus and a oopy was ordered to
be placed in the Dnperial library.

The death of Titus in 81 shook somewhat the position
of Josephus ~ particularly his royal pension.

Domitian was

no patron of literature; and though he went to the extent of
punishing the enemies of Josephus for having falsely
aocused him of offering suooor and help to a Jewish Zealot
rising in Cyrene, and also made his property in Judaea
( 73)
exempt from taxes~
he yet showed a dislike for all poets
and historians.

Josephus, though still finding a oonstant

benefaotress in the Emperor's wife, Domitia, was to a
great extent thrown baok upon his own resouroes.

He now .
(74)
severed his relations with Roman political propoganda

and entered upon historioal work of relatively individual

enterprise.

His life from now on beoame still more

destitute of friends.
Thus, Josephus, in the quiet years of the maturity
of his

life~

turned to his "magnum opus", the Jewish

Antiquities, the narration of Jewish history from its
beginning until the outbreak of the last war with Rome.
(73)

F. Jaokson, Josephus and Jews, p. 18.
(74)

H. Thaokeray, Josephus the Man and Historian, p. 52.
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~t

was a long and tedious task; and during the twenty

years it oooupied the author's attention, he had a number
of times placed it aside and returned to it.

The work had

its genesis in the writing of his Wars when he commenced
prefaoing it with a short sketoh of Jewish anteoeding history,
and then realized that the latter must form an independent
work in itself.

The Antiquities appeared in parts, and was

modeled after the Homan Antiquities of Dionysius of
Halicarnassus.

~t

was Josephus' ambition to become not only

the classical author of his people's history, but also that
~75)

his work should be a counterpart to Dionysius' Antiquities.
His abiding friend and inspiration during this period was a
certain l!:paphrodi tus, a celebrated Homerio soholar and
librarian, to whom he dedicated his Antiquities.

The work

appeared in the year 94 A. A.--i.e., towards the end of
t76)

Domitian's reign.

~t

marked Josephus' attempt of shaking

off tile Roman fetters of his mental servility.
But it was only an attempt.

Soon there transpired

something whioh foroed Josephus into the most malevolent
blaokening of his own charaoter.

A rival Jewish historian,

Justus of Tiberius, had published a history of the wars in
which he acoused Josephus of having caused his native city to

H. Thackeray, Josephus the Man and Historian, p. 56 •
.Lbid., p. 15 •

•

42

rebel against Rome.

The accusation almost endangered

Josephus' security at Rome.
to retort.

He was oonsequently bound

'rhe result was his

~,

to a late edition of the Antiquities.

really an appendix

in that autobiography,

which by reason of its genesis concentrated on the six-month
period of his suspected military activity in Palestine, he
openly avowed that his military policy from the beginning
{77)
was to betray his province to the l{omans.
1 t was hardly
a thing to do in consonance with a man of honor.

But to

.Josephus apparently protection and peace in his old age-for he was now over 6O--were objects to be more cherished
than the remorse of a stricken conscience.

The Life must

he. ve been written s ho rtly after th e year 100 A.

1).,

as it

alludes to the death of Agrippa, whioh we know to have
(78)

ocourred at

tr~t

time.

There followed in quick succession the last, and
perhaps the most attractive, work from the pen of Josephus-Against Apion.

It was not an historical work but a defence

of his faith against pagan and general oalumnies of the first
century against the Jewish religion and people.

It was the

one redeeming pass ion in Josephus r life: "in the defense of
the Jewish Law we have the true Josephus, driven in his old

(77)
(78)

-Life,

13, 35, and entire tone of the work.
.

Thaokeray, Josephus the Historian, p. 16.
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age by the goading of enemies to throw off the mask of
Greco-Roman culture, and standing out boldly as a lover
of his people and his people's law. It

(79 )

The work exhibits

great literary skill and a wide acquaintance with Greek
literature.
These two last short works are of particular interest
in that they manifest the presence of a duality of forces
in Josephus' character: the H.omanized Josephus of the Life
and the Jewish patriotic Josephus of the Apion.
The exact year of his death is not known, but it
is generally conjectured that he lived to see the early
(80 )

reign of Trajan.

c.

character

viith an eventful and suspicious life of tha.t kind,
it is no wonder that the character of Josephus is open to
many interpretation.
the part of nobody.

He has called forth enthusiasm on
lt is only in the nature and degree of

condemnation that the interpretations differ.

Generally,

there are three divergent views taken of his character.
1.

Eisler conceives Josephus to have been consciously

and deliberately perverse in his actions, an opportunist of
the worst kind, always pursuing his mV-n schemes, changing
and deleting passages in his narratives which

\~uld

prove

(79)

Bentwich, Josephus. p. 237.
(80 )

Judaism and Beginning of Christianity. art. ItJosephus ll ,
p. 183.
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distasteful to his influential readers, or would reflect on him personally

a~hing

his safety with his patrons.

which might endanger

It is the picture of a

Josephus thoroughly a parasite with not a single redeeming
quality.

itA characterless individual" •••• " wretched

renegadelf •••• "most anxious to whitewash himself and attribute
the blame for everything to the insurgents" •••• "his aocount
is the typioal spectacle of the swindler giving three different
accounts to the polioe, to the proseouting attorney, and
( 81)

at the trial."
2.

A oontrasting quite charitable view of his
(82)

character is upheld by other students.

It is claimed

that his early life and activity in Palestine were those
of any honest and loyal patriot of his people.

The various

attaoks of his enemies were indeed all based on the contention
that Josephus in Palestine was one of the instigators of the
war against Rome.

,fuen, however, he surrendered into the

hands of the enemy, self-preservation dictated that he
blaoken his own charaoter as a Jewish patriot in order to
save his skin.

ln that case, we behold a charaoter at

bottom sound, devoted to loyalties. but circumstances forcing
it to be guised under a protective covering which was not

(81)
Eisler, Messiah Jesus, p. 196.
(82)

Thackeray, Josephus the Man and Historian, p. 19,
and Bentw1ch, Josephus, p. 55.
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of its pure essenoe.

As quickly therefore as oonditions

permitted, or when goaded on to an unbearable position--the
true Josephus appeared.

!!''ven in times of his l{oman pre-

tentions, he always managed in his writings to allude somehow
to the loyalties of his oonvictions.
that in the oonoluding chapters of the

Thus it is pointed out
~,

written when

the saviors to whom he awed his life and freedom were still
alive, he finishes with an outburst of patriotism in name
of one of the Jewish Zealot generals who had been the last
to hold out against Titus.

"Perhaps he had denounced the

Zealots throughout the history perforce, to please his
taskmasters, and in his heart envied the party that had
(83 )

preferred death to surrender. It
3.

The moderate and most plausible view of his

character sees in Josephus the struggle of two elements-the Koman and the Jewish--and a general oscillating between
its two extremes.

Priest that he was, it was inevitable .that

Josephus should not have a deeply-seated pride for his people
and its culture; and aristocrat that he was, and nearer
therefore to the Roman life than the ordinary Jew, a sense
of deep respect for the Roman could not again have escaped
him.

Torn between the se two extremes, he had a further

incapaoity--the inability to be the master of his own

(83 )
Bentwioh, Josephus, p. 134.
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convictions.

His visit to the imperial city certainly

gwung the scale in favor of the Roman side, but in practical
life he was immediately bound to identify himself with its
opposing side.

For upon his return to Jerusalem, he was

swept along by the massive wave of the insurgents, though
in his heart of hearts he retained at the same time a doubt
(84)

as to his people's superiority.

He was dazzled by the

brilliance of the Roman army in march.

.~atching

it from the

walls of Jotapata, he was awe-stricken by its impressive
manoeuvres.

He saw he was on the wrong side, but dared

not speak out his sentiments.

Finally, when he surrendered

and saw the ruin of his country and friends and was in safety
already on the Roman side, pensioned and respeoted, he
yet hearked baok to his origins.

Faoe to face with the

external splendor of Home, its dissolute and lioentious
life in the capital, the Hebrew in him awakened.
Antiquities he composed were inspired

~

The

that genuine motive--

of holding up to a pagan world the meaning and greatness of
the history of his people.
But the new resolution was only in his library.

~n

actual life, he was to experience onoe more the helplessness
of his own infirmness.

For as soon as he was attaoked, he

(8~J
~,

35.

L_ _ _ _ _- -

47

laoked the strength of standing up to the test of his
oonvictions.

He was therefore compelled to restate, even

in firm affirmations his Roman sympathies and leanings.
But as that performance did not give him full satisfaction,
for the Jew in him after all too demanded a more powerful
expression, the Apion was the result.

And so he died a

broken man--a victim of his conflicting environments.

In

his quiet moments, Josephus may have thought that he had
attained a harmony of the Roman and Jewish elements in his
personality.

For that certainly was his pride and the nature

of his claim to become the historian of his people.

Hut it

is after all not in the quiet moments that the mettle of
an idea is tested.
when these

c~,

The moments of crisis do that.

And

Josephus appeared in charaoter as a dual,

broken man.
IIHe was, like Jerusalem herself in that day, between
(85 )

the Jewish and Homa.n powers.

lI

(85)
J. Hart, in introduction to 1'very Man's Edition of
the 'Nars, p. vii.
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11. P01NTS 01" THES1S

The foregoing discussion must have illustrated
the point that as an historian, Josephus cannot be taken
on his face value.

He was too deeply steeped in his

environment to have been able to rise above it.
much at stake to tell the truth.
all Josephan students agree.
of demarcation begin?

He had too

In·this general conclusion,

iJhere, however, does the line

At what point should the line of

measurement be dropped to differentiate between truth and
fiction, sound judgment and prejudiced condemnation, in
Josephus' writings?

As there are no great extraneous sources

to check up on Josephus, shall we then say that since he
himself is untrustworthy we must therefore abandon all hope
of successfully re-establishing the centuries of his theme?
lt is part of the general purpose of this paper to advance
three points which may be of some value in answering these
important questions.
In the first place, it can be proven that Josephus
though not trustworthy in his judgments is yet reliable in
his facts.

ln other words, Josephus' perversion of his

accounts went only as far as motives and interests, but not
as to the facts themselves.

The bottom facts of his narratives

extracted, all they need is a re-interpretation to stand up
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in their true light.

But where shall we get these motives

for that new interpretation?
It is the seoond contention of the paper that these

new perspectives can largely be found through a careful searoh
in the body of Josephus' text itself.

These may be referred

to as "slips", which though of a minor nature yet when examined
really yield that new insight.

In fact, it can be shown

that these "slips" occur praotioally at all the great turning
points of his history.
Thirdly, it may be shown that this new interpretation
will largely be aocelerated by aocepting the position that
Josephus was not as he olaimed and as is usually acoepted,
/

a Pharisee, but that he was an

anti-~harisee

in actions,

beliefs, and sympathies.
A. B.

faots and Judgments.

"Slips"

if{e will consider the first two points simultaneously.
1.

vi'hen Herod was returning from Rome, and with the

help of the Roman legions was establishing his kingdom by
foroe, fighting the people at every step he advanced, the
aooount in Josephus presents a struggle of unruly Hoave
(86)

robbers"

against the advanoe of the enlightened Herod.

'rhe oause of the bitterness of that struggle is left

Josephus, Nars, i, 16, 2 and 4.
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unexplained, and the significanoe of the Jewish resistanoe
dwindles down to an ordinary struggle

of

anarchy against

order.
"After which he tHerod) hastened away to the robbers
that were in the oaves, who overran a great part of the
oountry, and did as great mischief to its inhabitants as
(87)
a war itself could have done."
That these people, however, were no ordinary robbers
is proven from the

irr~ediately

following account, where Herod

was proclaiming to "the cave robbers" amnesty if they would
come up and deliver themselves to him, yet not one of them
did it willingly, "and of those that were compelled to come
(88)
lIB.ny preferred death to captivity."
So we learn that
these people were not ordinary bandits but fighting against
"oaptivity", and for what they believed to be their liberty.
But still the account is not entirely clear.

.lho were

these people, and why did they resent so bitterly his offer
of pardon?

There oocurs the following desoription, a rather

bloody incident, in

l~ich

there appear a few words that

may throw light on that entire chapter in the history of
that period.

(87)
Josephus,

~,

(88)

ibid., i, 16, 4.

,

L
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"A certain old man. the father of seven children.
whose children, together with their mother. desired him to
give them leave to go out, upon the assurance and right
hand that was offered them. slew them after the following
manner: He ordered every one of them to go out. while he
stood himself at the cave's mouth. and slew that son of
his perpetually who went out.

Herod was near enough to see

this sight, and his bowels of compassion were moved at it.
and he stretched out his right hand to the old man. and
besought him to spare his children; yet did not he relent
at all upon what he said. but over and above reproaohed
Herod on the lowness of his desoent, and slew his wife as
(89)
well as his ohildren."
The few words
story.

1

have underlined I 1 think I may tell the

The conquest of Palestine by Herod at this time was

the advanoe of a foreign dynastic house against the legitimate
house of the Hasmoneans.

ln the stand of the people against

Herod, it was a conscious last rally of lsrael against the
enoroaching ldumean supported by Roman arms.

1t

is no wonder

that the rally-point of Jewish arms in that moment was
Antigonus, the last of the Jewish prinoely house.

The

struggle was further intensified by the hatred the people
bore to Herod, a semi-barbarian, a foreigner and of "low
( 89)

Josephus,

~.

i, 16, 4.
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descent", a usurper--an upstart of slave origin.
The

II

robbers in the caves" then were Jewish patriots

who fully understood the import of tierod's advance.
2.

The muoh-debated question of the nature of the

three parties of the Jewish people of this period receives
(90)

quite important consideration in Josephus' works.
But his aocount is neither consistent nor proportionately
emphasized.

The

~harisees

at times are pictured almost

as darkly as in the pages of the Gospels.

Thus, in speaking

of the reign of Alexandra, he desoribes them as cunning and
deoeitful creatures:
"TheBe ¥harisees artfully insinuated themselves into
her favour by little and little, and became themselves the
real administrators of the public affairs; they banished
and reduoed whom they pleased; they bound and loosed (men)
at their pleasure, and to say all at once they had the
enjoyment of the royal authority, whilst the expenses
(91)
and the difficulties of it belonged to Alexandra."
That the reign of Alexandra with her ¥harisaio
ministers was not so disastrous as it might have appeared
from this passage oan be seen from parallel acoounts of
(92)

the same reign in other plaoes of Josephus' history.
Josephus, Wars, ii, 8, 14; Antiquities, xiii, 5. 9:
xiii, 10, 5;:Xiii, 10, 6; xvii,2, 4; XViii, 1, 2-3-4:
xx, 9, 1; Life, 2, 38.
( 91) ,'i[ars, i, 5-;-2.
t92) ~quities, xiii, Ghap. 16.
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The general impression that one gathers fran
Josephus on the sects is one of mechanioal, dootrinarrian
differenoe.

IlWhether souls die with the bodies or remain
(93)
inoorruptible";
"whether fate cooperate in every aotion,
(94)
whether there is punishment and reward in Hades"
--these
are the issues of their conflicts.

~ow

while it is true

that these differences were all there, nothing would be more
erroneous than to plaoe the emphasis of the divisions on
these theoretical questions.

They are to be considered

as oonsequenoes rather than as origins of the struggle of
the parties.

~t

is when we carefully examine some minor

remarks of Josephus on the sects, and develop to a maximum
point their meaning and significance that we may commence
to see the parties in their true light.

Thus consider the

following short conments, occurring amidst lengthy and
irrelevant desoriptions of the seots.
"The Pharisees are affeotionate to each other and
cultivate harmonious relations with the community.

The

Sadducees, on the contrary, are, even among themselves,
rather boorish in their behaviour, and in their intercourse
~95)

with their peers are as rude as to aliens."
(93)

)'fars, xviii, 1, 4.
(94)
(95)

-Hars,

ii, 8, 14.

Nars, ii, 8, 14.

'-----------------------------

-------
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"This dootrine (of the ;;>adduoees) is reoeived but
by a few, yet by those still of the greatest dignity.
But they are able to do almost nothing of themselves; for
when they beoome magistrates, as they are unwillingly and

by foroe sometimes obliged to be, they addict themselves
to the notions of the Pharisees, because the multitide
(96)
would not otherwise hear them."
"The Pharisees have delivered to the people a great
many observances by sucoession fran their fathers, which
are not written in the laws of ll'loses; and for that reason
it is that the Sadducees rejeot them and say that we are
to esteem those observanoes to be obligatory which are in
the written word, but are not to observe what are derived

(97)
from the tradition of our forefathers. 11
"And indeed the Pharisees, even upon other oocasions,
(98)
are not apt to be severe in punishments."
"The Sadduoees are very rigid in judging offenders,
(99)
above all the rest of the Jews."
"There were two men of
learning in the city (Jerusalem), who were thought the most

(96)
Antiquities, xviii, 1, 4.

(97)
Ibid., xiii. 10.

(98)

(99)

Ibid. , xiii. 10, 6.
Ibid. , xx, 9, 1.
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skillful in the laws of their oountry, and were on that
acoount held in very great esteem allover the nation;
they were, the one Judas, the son of Sephoris, and the
other Matthias, the son of Margalus.

There was a great

ooncourse of the young men to these men, when they expounded
the laws, and there got together every day a kind of an
(100)
army of suoh as were growing up to be men."
From these scattered brief remarks, it is fairly
easy to reconstruot the vital issues of party divisions.
The demooratio nature of the Pharisees, their influenoe
over the people and particularly the young, their acoeptanoe
of the Oral Tradition, and tbeir

tenden~

of mitigating the

harshness of the literalness of the law; and, on the other
hand, the exclusiveness of the Sadduoean group, with its
insistance on an immutable law--these aspeots may all be
seen here quite distinotly.

Developed in the light of

their full import. they will yield the saoial, eoonomic,
and politioal foroes behind the famous sects.
3.

The nature of the Jewish last struggle with Rome

is another important theme that nay be illwnined by a
oareful analysis of Josephus' account.

Generally, it is

assumed that the struggle was one solely direoted against
Roman authority; that, however, in its origin, it was a

(loo)
~,

L

i, 33, 2.
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They were in a way even responsible for tur.ning
Homan officials of the country against the people.
'~e

(one of the high priests) cultivated the friend-

ship of Albinus by making him presents; he also had servants •••
who joined themselves to the boldest sort of the people,
and went to the thrashing-floors, and took away the tithes
that belonged to the priests by violence, and did not
refrain from beating suoh as would not give these tithes
(102)
to them."
(103)
The severity of the Herodians too is indicated.
ln particular, it was Agrippa II himself, who was to a
great extent responsible for this state of anarohy.

His

income being derived chiefly fran the stewardship of the
Temple, and his right of appointing the high priests,
it was natural for him to bargain with his office, in all
pos sible ways of advantage to him, without regard to the
opinion of the people.
It is in that light that we may understand the vital
meaning of a little episode told of Agrippa.

He had raised

a tower to overlook from his palace the services in the
Temple, when the people, dissatisfied with his action.

{102)
Antiquities, xx, 9, 2.
(103)
~,

ii, 14, 1.

L
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caused the building of a higher wall to intercept his
view.

A modern author beholds the incident amusingly.

"Agrippa was wont to occupy the house that had formerly
been the palace of the Asmoneans.

This building, lofty

even in its original form, he caused to be considerably
heightened by the addition of a tower, in order that from
it he might overlook the citadel and the temple, and to
observe in his idle hours the sacred proceedings in the
temple.

This lazy onlooker was obnoxious to the priests,

and they thwarted his scheme by building a high wall to
shut off his view.

Agrippa then applied for assistance to

his friend, the procurator f'estus, and he was very willing
to give him aD¥ help he could.

But a Jewish deputation

which went on Hs own authority about the bus iness to
Rome, managed •••• to obtain permission to keep up the wall,
so that Agrippa was obliged forthwith to abandon his
(104)

favouri te diversion."
in realit.1, the event may appear to have been more
than a mere whim of desire on part of Agrippa to overlook
the services.

lt may reasonably be assumed that it was

an act designated to show the people his author! ty in
Temple affairs, and to keep them in check.

That Agrippa

had no closer sympathies for his people than the ordinary

(104)
~cburer,

History of Jewish People,

1

2

,

p. 197.
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(105)

Roman governor will be proven later on.
The beginning of the war may have therefore been
directed against the high-handed ways of Agr1ppa and his
associates as well as against the

severi~

of the governors.

This view is clearly alluded to by Josephus.
"Agrippa was equally solicitous for those that were
revolting and for those against ,vhom the war was to be made,
and was desirous to preserve the Jews for .Romans and the
temple and metropo11s for the Jews; he was also sensible
that it was not for his own advantage that the disturbances
(106)

should proceed."
Agrippa's regard here for the welfare for the Jewish
peopl~

may easily be dismissed as a stock phrase of Josephus'

oratorieal style; it was his own interests that Agrippa felt.
4.

A final slip that we want to consider is one

concerning the nature of Josephus' own activity in Galilee.
(107 )

He tells us in one place

that the city of

~epphoris

rejoiced over the coming of Gestius Gallus because it was
prO-Homan, and in fact throughout the war remained on the
(108)
Homan side; while later on,
we are to believe him that
the reason why he permitted

;)ee below p.Cf'f
(106) ~, ii, 17, 4.
(107) !bid., ii, 18, 11.
(108) ibid., ii, 20, 6.

~epphoris,

alone of all cities,
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to build a wall was because he was convinced of its
readiness to go to war against the Romans.
"As to those of sepphoris, they were the only
people to whom he gave leave to build their own walls, and
this beoause he perceived they were ri chand wealthy. and
ready to go to war t without standing in need of any
(109)

injunctions for that purpose."
Does not this minor example indicate how Josephus
betrays his own true motives?
~epphoris

Acoepting the facts--that

remained pro-Roman, and that he gave it permission

to defend itself by building a wall--we may definitely
say that the reason for the seoond act was that Josephus
in his entire period of activity in Galilee was betraying
the oause for whioh he was sent; the building of the wall
of Sepphoris ,vas only for the protection of the city against
the rebellious Uallilleans.
We may consequently see how a close reading of
Josephus' narrative yields material with which to reconstruot the most important events of his history.
G.

Josephus not a

~harisee

The final third contention is somewhat more difficult
to establish, but appears plausible nevertheiess from the
following considerations.

•

(109)
Wars. ii. 20, 6.
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It is true that Josephus himself in his Life
claims that early in his youth he definitely associated
tll O)

himself with the Pharisees;

furthermore, his history

seems to be charaoterized by an application of Pharisaio
doctrines to practical examples of history.

Thus, he was

always careful to acoentuate lessons of reward and punishment in history. intercession of .l:'l'Ovidenoe in human events,
etc.

~arefully

examined, however, all these pious phrases

appear as a mock-Pharisaism.
in the first place, true pharisaism meant an abiding
love and attachment to the Jewish people.

No pioture in

Jewish history is as soul-stirring as the restoration work
of the pharisees after the tremendous catastrophe of the
Destruction.

Originally counselling. the people to abstain

fram fateful war, they yet remained with them at every step.
And "when the storm died away. the pharisees alone survived •••
they were the only guides and teaohers who had a word for
the people; and they, and none others, saved from the ruin
of the Jewish nation all that oould be saved, and spoke to
the stricken hearts' of their countrymen the words of oomfort
(Ill)

and hope. 1I

Jewish tradition 1s full with the heroio

activity of the pharisees of the restoration period.

t110 )
Life, 2.
(111)

Herford, The Pharisees, p. 52.
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vfuat a contrasting picture of contempt and
disgust does Josephus present of himself in his works:
seated in comfort and leisure in the palace of the enemy
of his people he prooeeded to pour out loathsome and
unbelievable calumnies on Jerusalem and its leaders, and
then justif1ed complacently the destruction.
"l

believe that, had the Romans delayed to punish

these reprobates, either the earth would have opened and
swallowed up the city, or it would have been swept away
by a flood. or have tasted anew the thunderbolts of the
land of Sodom.

For it produced a generation far more
(ll2 )

godless than the victims of those visitations."
Josephus, when he preached to the people during the
siege of Jerusalem must have undoubtedly regarded himself
as a Jeremiah or

~zekiel, ~nose

Destruction were identical.

positions during the first

And many scholars do indeed
(113)

look upon them in a similar light.

. But one cannot

fail to notice the great difference between them.
when

afterv~rds

Jeremiah

pardoned by the Babylonian king for his

preaching of submission voluntarily assumed his captivity
so as not to be separated from his people, while Josephus
wanted to assume the robe of the prophet without paying his
(112)
~,

v, 13, 6.

(113)

F. Jackson, Josephus and Jews, p. xv.
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price.

He was hardly an ordinary Pharisee.
lilt may, I think, be fairly inferred that Josephus,

like most of the aristocratic priesthood to which he
belonged, had little interest in religion for its own
sake, and tha. t his natural antipathy to all excess of
zeal was deepened by the catastrophe which religious
(114)

fanatics had brought upon his people. It
The fact that Josephus believed in the Immortality
of the soul, a Pharisaic doctrine, is not sufficient
evidence to prove his allegiance to that party.

Herod's

brother, Pheroris, also affirmed his belief in that
(115)

doctrine.

Certainly, one would hardly conceive of

him as being a pharisee.

The truth of the matter is that

the immortality belief was widespread in the GreCO-Roman
world.

It was only the Sadducean party with its strict

adherence to the written word that made it deny this
doctrine.

Otherwise, iIllllortality of the soul was a

generally acoepted belief.
Josephus' claim to a knowledge of Pharisaic law
was mere boasting.

There are glaring mistakes of elementary

law in his works that cannot be due to mere oversight.
It is surprising that even his knowledge of the laws
regulating the priesthood, of which he was a member, seems

(1l4)
Moore, Judaism, i, p. 210.
(115)
~,

i, 30, 6.
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meagre.

Thus, in desoribing the eight speoial robes of

the high priests--the mitre, ephod, etc.--he informs us
that these gold-embroidered robes were used only onoe a
year on the Day of Atonement when the high priest entered
(116)

the Holy of tiolies.

Anyone that knows anything of

Pharisaic law will recall that the robes used on the De.y
of Atonsnent were only four. a.nd of pla.in linen, and not
(117)

the eight gold-embroidered ones.
In fact, Josephus committed himself to quite an
important statement in regard to one of the three sects
which may perhaps be taken as a personal confession.
ln speaking in detail of the Essenes, their manner of
life and beliefs, he ways:
of the

~ssens

"These are the divine doctrines

about the soul, which lay an unavoidable bait
(118)

for suoh as have onoe had a taste of their philosophy."
But it is after all Josephus himself who once studied them.
The mystic doctrines of the

~ssenes

must therefore have

left quite an indelible mark on his thoughts; his weakness
for prophesying was e. result of this training.

Josephus

though calling himself a Pharisee was consequently far
from having a lmowledge or personal conviction in its

(U6)
~,

v, 5, 6.

(117 )

Mishna Yoma, 3, 6.
(118)
~,

ii, 8, 11.
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principles.

Whatever the positive content of his

religion may have been. it certainly, cannot be described
as having been Pharisaic.
The results of this third contention may explain

why Josephus is a sanewhat disappointing source of the
religion of his time.

''It is a striking fact that, i f

we were dependent on the works of Josephus alone. we
should know very little about the religion of his contemporaries.

In illustration it may be noted that of

so important an institution as the synagogue there is no

(119)
mention."

Secondly, it gives us a general indication

as to what we should expect to find in his principles
of historiography.tVe will not meet a "Jewish" historian,
but an historian of Jewish history.

(li9 )
Moore, Judaism, i, p. 210.
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III.

PR1NC1PLES OF

Hl~TOR~OGRAPHY

What we have seen to be true of the life of
Josephus, namely, that its limitations went deep down
into contemporary oonditions, was equally true of the
nature, form, and oontent of his works.

Josephus was

not original either in the oontent or in the form of
his project.

He stood as one in whom various historical

trends and motives have converged rather than one from
whom they have disseminated.

He harmonized the oontent

of a great period of Jewish historians that have preceded
him with a form that was perfected by Greek and Roman
authors.
/Ie will isolate all these factors into their
respective positions.
A.

Souroes

The most oonspicuous problem that presents itself
in an analysis of the prinoiples of historiography of
Josephus is the nature and extent of the sources he used.
A history extending over a period of two thousand years
could not naturally have been a single man's aohievement.
lts author was bound to be dependent on the results of
similar efforts of people that preoeded him.

Now who

exactly were these historians, and what was the nature
of their endeavor?

l
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(a) General Pre-Josephan sources
'Nhat the Persian wars did to Athens, the SyrianGreek Wars of the Maccabees did for Judaea.

The freedom

attained from the oppressive heathen or barbarian occasioned
in both countries an outburst of patriotic self-expression.
Only. in Athens it resulted in manifestations of art,

literature, etc., while in Judaea, due to its religious
form of life. it moved towards a reaffirmation of the
religious spirit. and a developing pride in the histor,y
of the people.

The first

~ost-Biblical

historical works

were therefore Palestinian.
1.

The most important historical work of that

period, a work which still exists, and whioh Josephus
(120 )
beyond a doubt used,
was Maooabees I. The work
embraced the complete forty year period (175-135 B.

c.

~.)

of the Jewish struggle until independence was obtained.
1t was on the historical-narrative order of the Bible,
but told in a much more straightforward manner.

Though

its attitude was that of Pharisaic Judaism yet it is
remarkable that there was in it "no expectation of
miraculous intervention as distinguished fran providential
support, and no hint of anything resembling miracles.
Nor is there any trace of the religious pragmatism that

(120)

L

Schurer, History of Jewish people, 11 3 , note of p. 3.
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(121)

is so strongly impressed in Kings and

~hronicles.

The work was written in Hebrew, and Josephus used it
•
either in its original or translated torm, Greek.
Another work of the same order was The History
of John Hyrcanus; as the work, however, is now lost, the
use of it by Josephus remains doubtful.
These two historical works marked the PalestinianJewish interest in the new history.

However, the confusion

of the coming civil wars, together with a natural bent ot
Pharisaic Judaism to concentrate on more strictly religious
themes, shifted the center of historical writing to the
Diaspora--Alexandria. cyrene, Home.
2.

ln the Hellenistic world, Jewish historical

writings assumed a practical tonne

They were made to

repel mainly Greek charges hurled against the Jewish
people that they had no great past, and no records ot their
culture.

lt was partly in that motive that the famous

septuagint version of the Bible was produced.

For "no

people could lay claim to be reckoned among the civilized
nations, unless they could point to an old and imposing
(122)
history."
Certain Biblical themes were also reworked

(121)
Moore, Judaism, i, p. 206.
(122)
6churer, rlistory of Jewish

~ople,

3

Div. 1I , p. 196.
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by certain writers acoording to Greek taste; others
tended towards the revision and completion of soripture
literature.

Thus the book known as the Greek Ezra treated

the restoration period of Ezra more fully than the Bible.
(123)
Josephus in his Antiquities conforms to its version.
rlistory was hence written both for instruction of one's
own people and for making it accessible to the entire
cultured world.

The form historical works therefore

assumed in the Diaspora was of non-scriptural Greek models.
The first JewiSh-Hellenistio historian. fragments of
whose work we .still possess, was Demetrius, who composed
a work on the chronology of kings in Judaea, with special
t124)

attention to dates, continued up to the time of ptolemy IV.
The work reflected the interest in chronology that was
beginning to appear, and which culminated later on in the
universal conoeption of history.

Hia suocessor,

~upolemus,

also busied himself with chronology, and carried his com(125)
putations down to about the year 160 B. c.
l"ragments
of these works, as also of other Hellenistic historians,
still exist in

~usebiust

~raeparatio ~yangelica,

took over from a certain Alexander

(123)

~olyhistor,

which he

who in one

Sohurer, History of Jewish People, Div. lI 3 , p. 179.

(124)

.Lbid., p. 200.
(125)

Ibid., p. 204.
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of his works .1'eri Joudaium strWlg together extracts of
authors ooncerning the Jews.

Josephus betrays his

acquaintanoe with Alexander's work in quite a number of
(126)
places.
striotly contemporary history appeared also in the
works of a oertain Jason of cyrene who composed five volumes
on the Macoabean struggle, which now exist in the oondensed
form, Maocabees iI.

Josephus has a few points in oommon
(127)
wi th that oondensed form of the book.
The thane of
Ihlccabees III, a ptolemaean attempt of persecution of
Alexandrian Jews, is mentioned by Rosephus in the older
t128)
form of the narrative.
rl1il:o f a account of oontemporary
events remina in his two books we still possess:
The J:t.:mbaasy to Gaius, and Against Flaccus.

"The works

are first olass authorities for the history of this period.
in addition Philo wrote on the

~ssenea,

which Josephus
(129~

oopied in his description of the sects."
A third category of·Jewish-Hellenistic writings,
of which Josephus made great use, was a group designated
as "Jewish works under a Heathen mask. II

They had religious

(126)
Apion, 1 and 23; Antiquities, i, 15.:
(127)
(128)

Schurer, Historr pf Jewish People, Div. 113 , p. 214.
ibid., iI 2 , p. 217.

(129)

ochurer, History of Jewish People,
Eisler, Messiah Jesus, p. 201.

J.l

2

,

p. 192, n. 13;
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and national motives: "To set forth before the heathen
world the folly of idolatry •••• and the creating of a
favoritable disposition towards Judaism and the Jewish

(130)

law."

Portions of the famous Sybelline oracles are

(131)
very definitely Jewish.

A passage of it, quoted in

Eusebius t Chronology and taken from Alexander Polyhistor,
(132)
is identically found in Josephus.
Josephus' copying
from Alexander Polyhistor without mentioning his name
becomes clear.
Under the name of Hecataeus of Abders. a contemporary
of Alexander the Great and Ptolemy Lagos, there existed a
work

On

the Jews, treating of their relations with the first

Greek monarchs.

It is possible that there were some

genUl.ne portions of a work by Hecataeus to which later
editions were made under the author's name.
(133)
Josephus admits his use of it.

At any rate,

The famous Letter of Aristeas on the orig1ll of the
SeptuagJ.nt, beJ.ng as it was a Greek admission of the
excellency of the Jewish law, belongs also to that class.

(130)
Schurer, History of Jewish People, II2, p. 271.
(131)
ibid., p. 277.

(132)
Antiquities, i, 4, 3.
(133) Ibid., xiii. 2, 4, passL~.
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The Letter still exists, and from it we see that
Josephus oopied a great portion from it almost verbatim.
3.

The final class of the general pre-Josephean

souroes is the group of classical authors dealing either
directly or indireotly with matters of Jewish history.
Thus it is known that Polybius in the sixteenth book of
his history, now lost. dealt with the early relations of
(134)
the Jewish people with Rome; Josephus quotes him tv/ioe.
Strabo who, besides his geography, wrote an historical
work continuing Roman history from the period where
Polybius left off and ended at 30 B. C. also dealt

wit~

the political history of Judaea and its religion. Josephus
(135)
Livy too is
drew upon him to quite a good extent.
mentioned once, and a host of other minor historians-as Asinion Pollio, Agatharchides of Cnidus, and others.
The most important olassical work on Jewish history,
however, was that of Nicolas of Damasous, a Greek savant
who played many parts at Herodts court--secretary, minister,
(136)
and diplomatist. He wrote a general history in 44 books
in

which he dealt with the history of the time of Herod

and of Herod in particular.

It is acoepted by all oritios

(134)
Antiquities. xii, 3, 3.
(135)
Ibid., xiii. 10, 4, and passim.
(136)
See Shotwell, History of History, p. 120, note 3.
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that Josephus practically copies f'rom him.

"The

disproportionate f'ullness, the vivacity, and the
dramatic power of' the narrative in books xiv-xvi
of' the Antiquities are due in a large measure to the
(137)
historical virtues of' the court chronicler.
Josephus
openly admits his thorough acquainta.nce with the history
(138)
of' Nicolas.
(b) Partioular Souroes f'or the Wars and Antiquities
The general pre-Josephean works on themes of' Jewish
history, abundant as they are, do not exbause the list of'
ready material whioh Josephus used.

There was still a

very important group of' sources relating to contemporary
events whioh Josephus used in the composition of' his
history.

His own admission of' the use of' them were drawn

out of' him pe rf'orce in the latter period of' his lif'e, when
the veracity of' his account was attacked by his enemies.
Josephus, in order to substantia.te the truth of' his history,
was even ready to admit the seoret of' his success.

Thus,

replying to the attacks of' his rival historian. Justus of'
Tiberius. Josephus 'lv-rote: "Perhaps you will say that you
have aocurately narrated the events which took plaoe at

(137)
(138)

Bentwioh. Josephus, p. 90.
Antiquities. xiv, 3. 2.
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Jerusalem.

How, pray, can that be, seeing that neither

were you a combatant nor had you perused the Commentaries
of Caesar, as is abundantly proved by your oontradictory
(139)

acco\Ult?"
The types of Commentaries then our rent were generally
rough notes taken daily by the commander and afterwards
reworked by profeSSional hands.

Certain aocounts in the
(140)

Wars remind one of field-notes taken from a military report.
The peouliar geographioal aocO\Ults of the districts of
Palestine also bear a distinct Roman coloring.

The

desoription of the Dead Sea, also fO\Uld with some striking
(141)
parallels in Taoitus,
bears out further the point
that both Josephus and Taoitus must have drawn upon the
srume source, nrumely, Vespasian's Commentaries.
The second group of contemporary material that
Josephus direotly used in the oomposition of his history
comprised the important body of official documents written
by Roman governors.

Josephus t inoorporation of thirty-four

official documents in his Antiquities, oovering various
items of importance throughout the entire Hellenistic and
Raman periods, Bhaws his aocess and general readiness of
(139 )

Life, p. 65.
(140) e.g. ~, iv, 11, 5.
(141)
Taoitus, Historj[, v, 6.
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using official, and perhaps originally archive, material.
He used the reports of the governors for the period beginning with the accession of Archelaus and concluding
with the outbreak of the last war.

Hitherto, it had been

customary to consider Josephus as having drawn his knowledge
of this period from oral traditions and memory.

Eisler

oonclusi vely shO'\"lS "that he did not compose his history
of the Roman governors of Judaea from memory or after oral
tradition but that on the contrary he used extracts from
documents and followed them mechanioally and closely. II

(142)

Finally, there was a group of Greek and Raman versions
of the war which Josephus had before him.

He tells us of

quite a number of popular aocounts that appeared in Rome
shortly after the Destruotion.

liThe war of the Jews

against the Romans ••••• has not lacked its historians.
Of these, however, some, having taken no part in the
aotion, have oollected from hearsay oasual and contradictory
stories whioh they have then edited in a rhetorical style;
while others, who witnessed the events, have, either from
flattery of the Romans or from hatred of the Jews, mis(143)
represented the faots."
Of the latter group, there

(142)
~isler, Messiah Jesus, p. 207; see there entire
discussion pp. 201-218.

(143)
Introduction

to~,

p. 1.
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was a certain Antonius Julianus, a general on the
staff of Titus, who participated in the siege and
whose account on "the destruction of Jerusalem was for

(144)
a long time considered a standard authOrity.

It is

by far not improbable that Josephus l lack of sympathy
with the Jewish cause in his ovY.n history went back to
these popular versions our rent in Rome.
So to summarize the particular sources of the
~,

we might say that beginning with his history up

until the accession of Archelaus (Book II, Chapter 5)
Josephus followed Nicolas.

This portion of the work is

characterized b,y its meagerness of knowledge of the Jewish
background, and elaboration of the Herodian rise to power.
From Archelaus to Agrippa I, Josephus was dependent upon
official report documents of the governors.

As these

naturally did not treat his subject fully, he was bound
to cover a period of sixty years in about seven chapters.
(Book II, Chapter 5 - Chapter 12)

He filled part of

the gap by an account of the three sects, confining himself
chiefly to the least important one, the Essenes, because
he found ready material of Philo on it.

From Agrippa I

to the end, Josephus was already in his own time.

(144)
Bentwich, Josephus, p. 91.

For
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that period he had abundant souroes--reports of the
last governors, the

~ommentaries

of Vespa sian and Titus,

personal notes he had taken while witnessing the siege
(145)
of Jerusalem,
and oral conversations with Agrippa 11.
(146)
Toward the end of the ~, there are a few chapters
that show very evident marks of OOming from a history whose
theme was the life of Vespasian.
As for the Antiquities, the first eleven books,
dealing as they do with the Biblical period, Josephus
was not strictly an historian but merely a transmitter;
the acoount nevertheless is of great interest from other
angles, namely, Biblical textual criticism, the development
of Jewish Hagaddah. Jewish-Hellenistic apologetic trends, etc.
From Book XlI on, the narrative is proportionate according
to the nature of the souroes.

It is short on the period

of Alexander the Great, as Josephus used the aooount of
Agatharchides of

~nidus'

Aots of Alexander's ouocessors,

whioh naturally would not supply him with muoh material.
The Letter of

Aristea~,

and other documentary material

showing the status, rights, and honors that were given
to Jews by rulers and cities of the Near East, brought
his history up to the period of Antiochus the Great.

(liS)
Apion, p. 49.
{l46)

e.g. Book V1I, Chapter 7.
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Maooabees

~,

Nioolas' work of the

~eleuo1d ~pire,

the chronioal of John Hyrcanus, and strabo's work
supplied Josephus with material up to the oivil wars
of the Hasmoneans and the coming of the l{omans {Book XlV).
l"or Books XLV to XVII. he followed again Nioolas' account
of the life of Herod, but now with a certain sense of
discrimination.

The cause of this new tone was due to

his coming into possession of a new source on that
(147)
period. namely, tierod's commentaries,
which he could
compare with the version of Nicolas.

For the last three

books, Josephus used again official records of the
governors, digressed on the reign of the Emperor Tiberius,
and the assassination of

For these latter chapters,
tl48)
he used a Latin source, probably by Marcus ~. Kufus.
~aligula.

The Antiquities were finally brought up to the outbreak
of the last struggle against Home.
(c)

Extent and Method of Josephus t -Nay of using

~ources

The preceding analysis of the sources of Josephus'
history would have been of no great importanoe were it
not for the fact that an investigation of the sources
there still exist points to the conclusion that he did
not at all arise above them.

The utmost originality he

(147)

Antiquities, xv, 3, 8.
(148)

Thackeray, Josephus the Historian, p. 69.
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knew was that of taking the SUbstance of a story and
telling it in his own way.
his sources.

He would then be paraphrasing

To be exact, absolute originality is hardly

expeoted of an historian; without sources to build upon,
one's effort must remain in the dark.

But it is one thing

to utilize certain selective facts of souroes for the
purpose of relating them to some general problem of
history, and another, merely to use them with no discrimination.

The fonner method results in a unified

account; the latter, in a history which is incongruous
and confusing.

Also. in the former kind, once the

author's point of view is

graspe~

it is possible to

anticipate his general conclUsions; in the latter, it
is only by a study of all the separate sources that one
is enabled to understand the work at all.

As Josephus'

history is of the second type, it is clear why the sources
he used must be established.

For, in a word, they alone

can clarify and account for the motley of discordant
motives we will find in his history.
But first we need definitely to demonstrate the
nature of his way of using sources.

.fe will take three

examples. though the number could be multiplied wherever
the sources are available.
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1.

A oomparison of Josephus' version of the

Maooabean struggle with the book of Maooabees I reveals·
on part of the former a close adherence to his source,
with an oooasional paraphrasing of speeohes and other
minor matter.

Example s are too c omprehensi ve to permit

quoting on too large a soale, but it is a fact that
wherever one turns to parallel incidents of the two books,
one is immediately impressed with their striking similarity.
Thus to choose one at random: The incident is of the
rising of Judas

~~ooabee.

Josephus tells it in the

{149)
following words:
"Nhen Apollonius, the general of the Samaritan
forces, heard thiS, he took his army, and made haste to
go against Judas, who met him, and joined battle with
him, and beat him, and slew many of his men, and among
them Apollonius himself, their general,

~ose ~ord

being

that which he happened then to wear, he seized upon, and
kept for himself; but he wcunded more than he slew, and
took a great deal of prey from the enemy's camp, and
went his way.
army of

But when Saron, who was general of the

~elesyria,

heard that many had joined themselves

to Judas, and that he had about him an army sufficient

(l49)
Antiquities, xii, 7, 1.
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for fighting, and for making war, he determined to
make an expedition against him, as thinking it beoame
him to endeavour to punish those that transgressed the
king's injunctions.

He then got together an army, as

large as·he was able, and joined to it the runagate and
wi oked Jews, and came against Judas."

t150 )

The original account in Maccabees

reads as

follows:
"And Apollonius gathered a great army of foreign
mercenaries and t)amaritans to war against

.1.srael.~Vhen

Judas heard it, he met him, and smote him and slew many
of his men.

He took their prey and girded on the sword

of Apollonius and kept it as his sword of vengence all
his life.

Ivhen I:leron, general of !)yria, heard that Judas

had gathered a great body of people for war, he took his
chariots and army to go to punish lsrael and came as far
as Bethhoron."
The last few chapters of Maccabees Josephus did
not reproduce; but the cause of it was not that he
repudiated their trustvrorthiness, but that his copy
t 15l)
of the book simply did not contain them.
His general
method was thus clearly of

follo~ng

olosely his sources,

Maocabees 1, 3, vs. 10-15.
tl5l)

Thackeray, Josephus the Historian, p. 62.
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with an oooasional Hellenization of its form.
2.

in his use of the Letter of Aristeas,

Josephus reveals a still further slavish adherenoe
to the source he had before him.

He simply followed

it step by step and inserted small ohanges to edify
further the esteem and honor of his people held Qy the
P'tolemaean ruler.

Detailed comparisons of parallel

aoooUnts illustrate the same method as he used in
Maocabees.
3.

a final example. the breach of John nyrcanus.

is of a more interesting though

complioated nature.

The external evidence there exists to check up on
Josephus' version of that incident speaks quite clearly
with a different tone, and as such could not have been
the one used by Josephus; yet it permits to see the
nature of the source Josephus used, and how closely
he followed it.

The incident goes back to the sudden

break of John liyroanus with the ¥harisees in the middle
of his reign, and his consequent alliance with the
aggressive policies of the Sadducees.

The cause of that

breaoh has been a subject of interest already to the
ancients.

Josephus and the Talmud tell a story, which

though legendary in parts is yet regarded to be authentio
(152)
in its general outlines.
The essential agreement of

(152)

2

dchurer, history of Jewish ¥eople, 11 , p. 27.
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the oontent of the two stories, with only a differenoe
of ooloring, presents an interesting oomparison.
(153)
tells the inoident in the following words:

Josephus

tiThe prosperous state of affairs moved the Jews
to envy Hyroanus; but they that were the worst disposed
to him were the .l:'harisees •••• 11yrcanus was a disciple
of theirs, and greatly beloved by them.

And when he once

invited them to a feast •••••when he saw them in a good
humour, he began to say to them, that they knew he was
desirous to be a righteous man ••••• However, he desired,
that if they observed him offending in any point •••• they
would call him back and correct him.

On which occasion

they attested to his being entirely virtuous •••• But still
there was one of his guests there, whose name was Bleazar,
a man of an ill temper •••• Thia man said,

'~ince

thou

desirest to knmv the truth ••• lay down the high priesthood,
and content thyself with the civil government of the people.'
And when he desired to know for what cause he ought to lay
down the high priesthood, the other replied,

f

.{e have

heard it from old men, that thy mother had been a captive
under the reign of Antiochus Epiphanes.'

This story was

false, and Hyrcanus was provoked against him; and all the
(153)

Antiquities, xiii, 10, 5-6.
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~harisees

had a very great indignation against him •••••

Now there was one Jonathan ••• of the sect of the dadducees ••••
who told Hyrcanus that

~leazar

had cast such a reproach

upon him, according to the common sentiments of all the
Pharisees, and that this would be made manifest if he
would but ask them the question, vmat punishment they
thought this man deserved'? •••• the

~harisees

made answer,

that he deserved stripes and bonds, but that it did not
seem right to punish reproaches with death •••• At this
gentle sentence, Hyrcanus was very angry •••• It was this
Jonathan who chiefly irritated him, and influenoed him
so far, tha.t he made him leave the party of the Pharisees,
and abolish the deorees they had imposed on the people,
and to punish those.that observed them."
The Talmud refers to the sa.me event in the following
manner:
"An incident relating to King Jannai (Hyrcanus)
who •••• captured sixty fortresses.

Un his return he made

great rejoicing, and he called to all the dise of israel
and said to them 'Our fathers used to eat salted herbs
while they were engaged in building the Temple.
also eat salted herbs in memory of' our fathers.

Let us
t

And

they served .salted herbs upon golden tables, and they
did eat.

'!'here was one there, a man of mockery, of a
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bad heart, a vile fellow, by the name Eleazar ben Poirah ••••
lie said to King Jannai 'King Jannai, the heart of the
Pharisees is against thee.'

what shall

'"~d

1

do?'

'Prove them by means of the gold plate which is between
thine eyes '.'

And he proved them by means of the gold plate
(154)
which was between his eyes.
There was there an old
man, by name Jehudah ben Gedidiah.

And Jehudah ben

Gedidiah said to King Jannai, 'King Jannai, enough for
thee the crown of royalty; leave the crown of priesthood
to the seed or Aaron.'

For people'said that his mother
(155)
had been a captive in IV;odiim.
And inquiry was made
but no truth was found in the report.
lsrael withdrew in a.nger.
to King Jannai,

'Ki~g

And the ,ilse of'

And Eleazar ben Poirall said

Jannai, such is the treatment of a

private man of lsrael, and such is the treatment of' thee
though thou art King and High Priest.'
1 do?'

'And what shall

'if thou wilt hearken to my counsel, crush them.'

'And the Torah, what will become 'Of' that? I
rolled up a.nd left in a corner.
let him come and learn.'

'Lo, it is

,vho so wishes to learn

And straightway the evil sprouted

through the act of Eleazar ben Poirah, and they slew all
thelVise of Israel, and the world was desolate until
Simeon ben Shetah cmne and restored the Torah to its

(154)
Symbol of the dignity of the high priesthood.
(155)

The native cit;." of the Maccabees.
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(156)

former state."
A close comparison of the two versions of the
same incident reveals, first, that the document Josephus
used was that of an author who was not favorably dis(157)

posed to the Pharisees;

seoondly, that he copied

the incident as he found it, for otherwise, the two
aocounts would not have been so strikingly similar.
The extent and method of Josephus' use of souroes
are thus olear.

He used anything that presented itself

to him as material for his connective story of two thousand
years of history.
~~th

He compiled his story--used sources

no particular regard for their veracity or points of

view they attempted to present.

To stamp his work with

the mark of originality, he would often paraphrase his
sources and insert minor changes in them.

lt is true

that this method was part of the ethics of the historians
of Josephus' time; the significance of it, for our purpose,
is, however, not minimized, namely

j

that due to his

compilation of sources we are to anticipate a number
of conflicting points of view in Josephus' works.
singling out of these various motives and personal
prejudices will hence be our next concern.

(156)
Tractate Kiddushin 66a
(157 )
~robably

Nicolas.

The
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B.

point of View: Motives and Prejudices
ln h1s happy-go-lucky way of using sources.

Josephus might have produced an encyclopedic history
of raw and original souroes which would have been of
great use to future students of history.

His serving,

however, of too many masters at a time impeded even that
possible merit of his

wri~ings.

The little changes that

he would make here and there produced curious distortions
that seam hardly believable to have come from a man who
was conscious of the meaning of things he was writing or
oopying •.
Generally these oauses or motives may be divided
into two groups: Those of an immediate nature and those
of remote effect.
(.a)

lnnnediate Motives
1.

Flavian

The most immediate object of Josephus' writing was
that of serving his masters, the Flavians, to whom he owed
his life and liberty, and from whom he had received the
commission to write.

This aim appears quite frankly in

Josephus' first few words.

"The prestige of the generals

will be deemed inglorious if what they achieved will be
(158)

reckoned but a small matter."

Josephus. or really the

Emperor, was afraid that the military accomplishments of
the new imperial family will be underestimated and that

(158)
lntroduction

to~.

3.

88

their prestige would suffer.

It was therefore necessary

to play up before the Roman world the herculean labors
that the J:<'lavians had to undergo in the Judaean war.
The full significanoe of this motive can be seen
more clearly through a larger historical perspective of
the Flavian house.

The year of the four emperors, 69-70,

had found Vespasian far away from Kome.

He was in Judaea,

there ocoupied with the military task he had received
from Nero.

iihen his legions proclaimed him emperor,

and he was bound to leave his son Titus in Judaea to
conclude the war, while he journeyed off to Alexandria
and then to Rome, it was a simple matter for the father
and son to see that their claim to prestige and honor
would greatly be advanoed if the uprising in Palestine
were quelled completely and quickly.

The triumph

against Judaea was therefore the first triumph of the
Flavians by whioh they demonstrated their service to the
Homan state.

The greater a historian would paint the

wars, the better would then the cause of that family be
served.
It is for this reason that we find Titus ver.y
anxious to bring the war to a hasty and suooessful ending.
"He (Titus) fea.red, moreover, that the glory of success
would be diminished by the delay; for though time could
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accomplish everything, yet rapidity was essential to
(159)

This account may well be considered one of

renown. "

the many "slips" of Josephus, for the ground meaning
behind it is clear.

Titus was aware of the need of a

good reputation that the newly-proclaimed imperial family
must establish, and that an undue length of time spent
in its struggle against the Jews would reduce the
glory of the sucoess in the eyes of people at Acme.
This Flavian motive also accounts as to why Titus
was so ready to put the imperial seal of consent to the
~. w~

he ordered a copy of it to be placed in the

imperial library. and lastly as to why he was so anxious
that Josephus' volumes "should be the sole authority from
(160)

which the world should learn the faots.1t

For Josephus

certainly did succeed in pleasing Titus by raising the
revolt of the Jews to nigh a world theme.
That was one aspect of the service Josephus was
bound to render to his masters.

ln a more personal way.

he was to show above all the magnanimity of the characters
of this new family.

This motive appeared, first of all,

in Josephus' announcing time and again that the Emperorship

(159)
(160)

~.

v, 12, 1.

~. p. 65.

l
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was foroibly pushed upon Vespasian, contradictory to
his will.

H,Then he refused the empire the officers

pressed him more insistently and the soldiers, flocking
round with drawn swords, threatened him with death, if
he refused to live with dignity.

After forcibly represent-

ing to them his many reasons for rejecting imperial honours,
finally, failing to convince them, he yielded to their
(161)

call."

It was in fact an act of Providence that

directed Nero to appoint Vespasian to the Judaean task;
it was the paving of the way for Vespasian being himself
( 162)

emperor afterwards.

Later on, during the eventful year

of 69-70, "it is God himself who erects the general's
(163)

expectations so as to think of obtaining the Empire."
Josephus' flattery to Titus knew of no limitations.
He never tired of pointing out the generosity of the man,
the readiness with which soldiers followed him, his valiant
charaoter without which the war could not have oome to a
successful ending.

~oldiers

in leaping to death would

have their gaze fixed upon his face to carry its impression
with them as a sepulchral monument.

Josephus was at times

conscious of his flattering; but it is the truth, he

(161)
V'lars, iv, 10, 4.
(162)

-

!bid., iii, 1, 3.
(163)

!bid., iii, 10, 9.
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(164)

assures us, that was forcing him to do it.

Titus,

furthermore, was the ideal general, merciful and
considerate even to the vanquished.

He always believes

"that it was better to let a guilty person alone in
his fears than to destroy with him anyone that did not
deserve it; for that probably such a one might be taught
prudence by the fear of the punishment he had deserved,
and have a shame upon him for his former offences when
he had been forgiven; but that the punishment of such
(165)

as have bean once put to death could never be retrieved."
Titus was a born prince.

Providence itself diverted stones
(166)

and darts from touching his body.
Josephus t praise extended even to Domitian, the
second and youngest son of Vespasian.

{¥hen news of the

revolt of the Germans reached Rome, nand Gaesar Gomitian
was made acquainted with it, he made no delay even at
that age, when he was exceeding young, but undertook
this weighty affair.

He

had a courageous mind from his

father, and had made greater improvements that belonged
to su ch an age ••• lie retu :med to Rome ,vi th honour and glory
as having performed such exploits as were above his own
.

age, but worthy of so great a father."

(164)
(165)

-vJars,

v, 2, 5.

J.bid., iv, Z, 5.
(166)

J.bid. , v, 2, 2.
(167)

.Lbid., vii, 4, Z•

(167)
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Josephus certainly knew whom and how to flatter.
He may well be called the first press-agent of the Flavians.
The many perversions

o~

facts that resulted from

this motive of Josephus may generally be observed throughout the entire history of the Nars; some specifically are
almost incredible to have come from his pen.

tie will

mention two examples.
Josephus alleges to have been an eye witness of
all the important soenes that transpired in the Roman
oamp before the walls of Jerusalem.

Yet when describing

the oouncil of the Roman staff as to whether the Temple
should be burned or left intact. he makes Titus declare
(168)
that the Temple should not be touched.
it took an
historian of the second century.

to

~ulpicius ~everus,

let the truth out, namely, that the responsibility of
(169)
the act rested SOlely upon 'ri tus.
in the contradiction
of these two sources, modern historians have conclusively
shown that the acoount of Severus to be reliable.

Josephus

the eye witness of the scene must have simply had either
a distorted eye-sight or a pen that would pervert the
veracity of facts to suit the wishes of his patrons.
The second example goes back to a transaction of

(168)
~J

vi, 4. 3.

(169)
scnurer. History of Jewish

~eople. 1

2

•

p. 244, n. 115.
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Vespa.sian in Galilee.

After having conquered sane

cities, he had given his hand to peaceful citizens of
certain communities to assure them of the safety of
their lives.

However, as Vespasian's counselors were

too hard for him "and pretended that nothing against the
Jews could be any impiety ••• so he gave them (the Jews)
an ambiguous liberty to do as they advised, and permitted
the

prisoner~

to go along no other road than that which

led to Tiberias only.

They readily believed him and went

along securely the way Which was allowed them, and he shut
them up in the city.

Then came Vespasian, and ordered

them all to stand in the stadium, and commanded them to
kill the old men together with the others that were use-"
less, which were in numbers a thousand and two hundred.
uut of the young men he chose six thousand of the strongest
and sent them to Nero, to dig through the lsthmus •••• for
the rest of the multitude •••• the greatest part of them
were seditious persons and fugitives, who were of such
(170)

shameful characters that they preferred war before peace. 'I
The account, outrageous and almost unbelievable, is
softened by our Jewish historian that it was Vespasian's
friends that urged him to commit the act, and that some
(170)
~,

iii, 10, 10.
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of the Jewish men in the group were of such Itsha:meful"
character that they preferred war before peace.

1ndeed,

what a sinl
2. Herodian
The second, next important in rank of Josephus'
patrons was his friend Agrippa 11, King of Ghalcis, an
Herodian by birth.

Being pro-iioman throughout the war,

and fighting his people together with Vespasian in Galilee,
and with Titus in oIudaea, he was the star of second
magnitude in Josephus' history.
one may

mow

His degenerate character

from certain rumors that circulated in Rome
tl7l)

about him and his sister Berenice,

but more definitely

from the incident of Vespasian just cited.

There we learn

that the -Roman general ha.d given him some of the prisoners
(172)
as a gift. "But the king sold them also for slaves."
That was quite a considerate act for a king to do to his
people.
Agrippa. received his share of importance in Josephus'
history when the author credited him with the delivery of
an oration on the Roman Empire to deter the people from
revolt against Rome.

The speech, perfectly organized as

it is, and concentrated with a vast knowledge of conditions
in the Roman

~pire,

is indeed a flattery to Agrippa.

(111)
schurer, history of Jewish people,
(172)
~,

iii, 10, 10.

2

1 ,

p. 195.
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A Homan oould not have presented his oase better than
did this Jewish king.

it was .worth while to have suoh

an oration written to one's oredit when one still entertained the possibility of beooming a brother-in-law to
~173)

Titus.
The distortions of faots that this Herodian motive
led to on part of Josephus
will suffice.

~re

also numerous.

Two examples

!n the oauses of the war, the tyranny of

the Herodian family was quite a determining factor as that
of the Roman governors.

In faot, Josephus lets his pen

slip in one plaoe by admitting that the Jews tldid not
so muoh object to the ltOmans as to the tyrants of the
(174)
Herodian dynasty!
Generally, however, that aspeot
of the oauses of the war Josephus quite well oonoealed.
He clearly ascribed the war to the rapacity of the governors
alone.

it is possible that this part of Josephus' task,

namely, the blaokening of the reign of

~ero

and his

system of government--was but a means of directing doman
attention to the orderly management of affairs by the
Flavians.

But at any rate, it is noteworthy that Josephus

managed to eliminate completely the Herodian responsibility
of the v;s.r.

(173 )

2
ochurer, History of Jewish People, ! , p. 203.

(174)
~,

ii, 6, 2.
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A seoond example appears in Josephus' acoount
of Agrippa lI's father, Herod

Agrippa~.

That king, it

will be remembered, had proven himself to be the exception
of his family.

He was one king of that period who was

heartily devoted to the welfare of his people.

ln Jewish

sources, he appears in remarkably beautiful light.

Now

it is of Agrippa I that Josephus in the early portions
of his

!!2:!..! tells

of his "beginning to encompass Jerusalem

with suoh a wall whioh, had it been brought
had made it impraotioable for the

l{OJnanS

siege; but his death, whioh happened at

~

perfection,

to take it by
~esarea,

before
(175)

he had raised the walls to their due height, prevented him."
Further on in the narrative, the language is more olearly
(176)
to the point.
~t is there indireotly suggested that the
king was not free from a suspicion of wanting to break loose
from the Romans.

But to state that openly, .Josephus obviously

could not afford, beoause of his friend Agrippa 11; it
certainly would have been against the interests of the latter
to let [{omans read that his father oontemplated suoh an
act.

In the,Yars therefore Josephus had to pass over the

facts in silenoe; in the Antiquities when Agrippa was
-(177)
already dead, he expatiated on it more fully.

----...
iVars, ii, 11,
(176) -

(115)

6.

1bid. , v, 4, 2.
(177)
Antiqui ti~s, xix, 8, 1.
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Personal

3.

Not least of the interests Josephus was to
serve in his history was that of his own self.

He was

to show his own ability as a Jewish general and tactitian,
and yet prove at the same time the odium he entertained
for his former life.

He was to demonstrate before all

his deep-seated sympathies . . .'ith Roman life. and how
perfectly he had adjusted himself to its standards.
Accordingly, we read in his history that as soon
as he took over the commission in Galilee, he drilled his
(178)

soldiers on

~oman

throughout the

Lines.

~

riis picture of himself

was that of a pure, faultless person

aiming solely for the welfare of the people.

"As to

Josephus .vhen he came into Galilee, his first care was
to gain the good will of the people of that country, as
sensible that he should thereby have in general good success,
(179)

although he should fail in other pOints."

He preached
(180)

to them laws of conduct and behavior in war.

His

opponents were of course downright villians.

tiis picture

of his enemy. John of Gischala, was as black as that of
(181)

Ga.tiline by 3allust.
dith such simple. pure. and precise motives, Josephus'

-,.(

1'1""17"'8~)---------~---"------------

(179)
(180 )

(181)

ii, 20, 5.
-liars,
Ibid. , ii, 20, 5.
Ibid •• ii, 20, 7.
Josephus, Vol. 11. (Loeb Classical Library) p. xix.

L_________________________
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aotivity in Galilee ought to have been olear in meaning
and free of suspioion.

Yet he has produced there an

aocount of his activities that is so doubtful that it
has aroused the distrust of all students; in fact, it
might generally be said that wherever Josephus had a
personal interest in an event, he so perverted the aooount
of it that it is almost beyond redemption.
in addition to his personal interests which tne
historian had to serve. Josephus
of flattering himself.

\YaS

not void of the art

Thus. when news of Josephus'

retiring to the fortress of Jotapata reaohed Vespasian,
our historian in all his modesty made the

l~oman

general

to have believed it lito have been brought about by the
providence of God that he (i.e., Josephus) who appeared
to be the most prudent man of all their (the Jew's) enemies.
(182)

of his own accord shut himself up in a plaoe of sure custody.1I
His acoount of his tactics on the walls of Jotapata,
as the pouring of seething oil upon the enemies below,
(183)
in itself a trite stratagem of all ancient siege warfare,
he claimed as his own invention.

Generally all these

tricks could have easily been copied from any standard
book on war.

But Josephus, of course, was to show what

(182)
'riars, iii, 7, 3.

(l83)
Eisler. Messiah Jesus. p. 198.

99

a difficult opponent Vespasian had before him in his
siege of that fortress.
4.

rloman

A fourth immediate cause Josephus was to serve

in his writings was that of the Roman state.

He wrote

for the tlupper barbarians" of the Euphrates, Jews and
parthians, to produce upon them calming effects not to
stir up a fresh revolt.

.in itself, this motive of turning

history to practical ends was quite legitimate.

But

Josephus overdid it to such a degree that his history
has the appearance of a paean on Homan arms.

His thesis

was nothing less than that God is behind Roman arms, and
that the nation that revolted against the Romans challenged
~l84)

thereby the will of Providenoe.
This conception produoed some astounding results.
Thus, in the account of the defeat of Cestius Gallus by
the Jews, Josephus justifies the Roman failure on the basis
of the following thought:
''It was, I suppose, owing to the aversion God had
already at the city, and the sanctuary, that he was hindered
(185)

from putting an end to the war that very day."
ln other words, would Gallus have been sucoessful
in his quelling the revolt of the Jews at its beginning,

(184)
~,

v, 9, 3.

(185)

ibid., ii, 19, 6.
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Jerusalem and the Temple would have remained.

But as

there was already an aversion of God to the city and
sanctuary, it was therefore necessary to drive the Jews
further on to their destruction by giving them one
victory to stir their hopes for a final sucoess .i"fuat
an apologetic sham to have come from a Jewish authorl
One of his flatteries to the Roman army is worth
mentioning.

Having given a description of the Roman

armies and camps, their manner of warfare, etc., he
expressed surprise as to why the Romans have not conquered
the entire world.

"One might well say that the Roman
(186)

pos sessions are inferior to the Romans themselves."
The concluding remarks of that chapter openly avow
the political motive of Josephus' history.

"lf

1

have

dwelt at some length on this topic, my intention was not
so much to extol the Romans as to console those whom
they have vanquished and to deter others who may be
(187)

tempted to revolt."
5.

Jewish

Last of the immediate causes Josephus was to
advance was that of his own people--of demonstrating to
the Roman world that the final revolt was not a voluntary
act of the masses of the Jewish people, but was forced

(186)

---------------------,-

~,

iii, 5, 7.

(187)

ibid., iii, 5, 8.
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upon them by a few hot-heads, the Zealots.

It was an

attempt of removing the war-guilt placed upon them by
the Romans.

As such, the aim of Josephus in this respect

reveals the author in quite a charitable light.
value as an historian is again thereby marred.

But his
For laboring

to do his utmost in clearning away the people's guilt in
the war, he drew entirely a false picture of the nature
of their part in that struggle.
He pictured the leaders of the war as arch-devils.
"The city, wrapped in profound silence and night
laden with death, was in the grip of a yet fiercer foe-the brigands.

For breaking into habitations that were

now mere charnel-houses, they rifled the dead and stripping
the coverings from the bodies departed with shouts of
laughter; they tried the points of their swords on the
corpses and ran them through some of the prostrates but
still living wretches, to test the temper of the blade,
but any who implored them to lend them their hand and sword
(188)

they disdainfully left to the mercy of the famine."
There was no stinging description strong enough for
Josephus to describe sufficiently the barbarity of the war

.'

leaders.

"They were the slaves, the scum, and the spurious

(188)
~,

v, 12, 3 and passim.
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and abortive offspring of our people •••• indeed when
they saw the Temple burning from the upper city, they
were neither troubled at it, nor did they shed any tears
on that account, while yet these passions were discovered
(189)
among the Romans themselves."
It is with such fabrioated desoriptions that Josephus
wanted to create the impression that the leaders were alone
responsible for the war.

But this version of the attitude

of the people is challenged by a whole array of evidence.
Tacitus speaks of the extent of the war in the following
words,
"All who were able bore arms, and a number, more
than proportionate to the population, had the courage to
do so.

Nien and women showed equal resolution, and life

seemed more terrible than death, if they were to be
(190)
forced to leave their country. II
~eoondly, it is
a faot that the people remained with their leaders to the
end.

There may have been inner party jealousies; but as

to the war itself against Rome, there is no doubt that
its kindling was a spontaneous outburst of the people against
outrages from which they had suffered for almost a century.
it was a war joined by all classes, excepting the Herodians.
Even the proselyte Adiabeness fought with the people to the
t1 9 l)
end.
To make therefore the final revolt appear solely

(1M) liars, v, 10, 5.
(190) EIStory, v, 13.
(191) ~, ii, 19, 2 and passim.
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as an act of a few irresponsible leaders, who be a
reign of terror forced it upon the entire people, may
be good apologetics but simply not the truth.
The fact of tile matter is that Josephus deliberately
omitted a potent factor in the oauses of the war, namely,
the Messeanic hope.

Nowhere in the liars is there any

direct mention of this tremendous religious -political
phenomenon which was part of the background of the hopes
and expectations of the people.

1

found only two remote

references to the Ulesseanic conception.

The clearer one

reads as follows:
"But what more than all else incited them to the war
was an ambiguous oracle, likewise found in their saored
scriptures, to the effect that at th&t time one from their
country would become ruler of the world.

This they

understood to mean someone of their own race. and many
of their wise men went astray in their interpretation 0 f
(192)

it."
It will be noticed that even here Josephus did not
openly refer to the hlessianic belief.

The reason why

Josephus passed it over in silence can easily be gathered
from other literature of that

t~ne

where it appears that

(192)
iiars, vi, 5, 4; the second reference is found

"i"6!'a., vi , 5, 2.
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the word Messiah was taboo to the Romans.

To give even

the slightest consideration to this hope of the people
would have therefore meant a betrayal of his thesis, that
the people were not guilty at all in the war against Rome.
Josephus was hence bound to work out an artificial condition,
where the responsibility of the revolt would fall upon a
few tyrants who drove on the people to do things against
their will.

lt was in this manner that Josephus thought

of serving his nation.

he could have of course accomplished

his purpose by showing that the people did not originally
rise so much against the Romans as against the tyranny of
a few officials, governors, and Herodians--an account which
would have been indeed nearer to the truth than his
fabricated story of the unwillingness of the people to
be engaged in the war.

But as this method would have

affected his friend and patron, Agrippa, Josephus was
forced to circumvent his way and demonstrate the same
thesis from another angle.

The result is an artificial

account of the opposing forces involved in the war.

The

war appears as simply meaningless--a huge mistake.
It is remarkable that it took stUdents, other than
eye-witnesses, to behold the meaning of that struggle,
and the glory of those heroes that fought the war out
(193)

steadfastly to the end.

(193)
George~liot, lmpressions of Theophrastus Such.,
Chapter 18.
Goodman, History of Jews, p. 38.
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(8) Remote Motives
The final motives that played a prominent part
in Josephus' writing of his history were those of a more
distant effect.

They may all be grouped under the one

following problem.
1.

Pure Historical Motive of Antiquities

On reading the introduction to the Antiquities
one is impressed with a certain genuine sincerity as to
the author's intention of having undertaken his "ma.gnum
opus ll •

It is a fact, he tells us, and he certainly knows

it from his own experience, that histories are at times
written nto·gratify those that happen to be concerned in
them, and on that account its writers have spared no pains,
but rather gone beyond their own abilities in their
t194)
performance."
But the incentive that induced him to
write was purely of an inner personal nature.

He felt

the importance of his theme, and its beckoning to him of
being "drawn out of darkness into light".
he thought worthy of study.

.~d

it was a theme

while he had his doubts

as to the existenoe of an audienoe interested in suoh an
endeavor, he had hope "to suppose there might even now be
(195)
many lovers of learning."
This being his original intention in the oomposition
of his Antiquities, it speaks well for Josephus that at

(194)
introduotion to Antiquities, 1.

(195)
ibid., 3.
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least in thought he rose to a fine conception why he
wrote his

histo~r.

ln its concrete realization, however,

Josephus' conception of the intrinsic worth of his theme
gave vmy to questionable results.

it meant a deliberate

intent on part of the author to impress his readers with
the greatness of his people, and the meaning and value
of their religion.

Incidents which would throw an

unfavorable reflection had therefore to be eliminated;
laws which might offend the tastes of his readers had
to be omitted.

ln general, his history had to approaoh

the accepted standards of his times in religious, moral,
and philosophic conceptions.

Josephus thus aimed to

produce a history of his people which would make even·
their vilest enemies bow in recognition of their greatness.
That was the praotical bearing of Josephus'
original pure motive in writing his Antiquities.

There

are virtually innumerable changes and twists that cover
the pages of the work.
will suffice.

For our purpose, two examples

He omitted the story of the worship of the

Golden Calf for the obvious reason that it woulri not
reflect favorably on the character of his people.

Again,

he expatiated on Solomon's dedicational prayer of the
Temple imploring God not for the Hebrews alone but for
all nations.

So 'far Josephus followed the Biblical text.

But he added to the prayer the following words of 0olomon:
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"For here all shall learn that Thou wast
pleased with the building of this House for Thee; and
that we are not ourselves of an unsociable nature, nor
behave ourselves

li~e

enemies to such as are not of our

own people; but are willing that Tpy assistance should
be communioated by Thee to all men in common, and that
they may have the enjoyment of Thy benefits bestowed
(196)

upon them."

The desire to create an impression is

right on the surface.
Another praotical result of Josephus' primary
motive was his marked ooolness to the Pharisees, and
1-

warm admiration for the Essenes.

The Pharisees. with

their intense religious consciousness and unoompromising
loyalty to duties of faith, were subjects of contempt
to the Greeks and Romans that came in contact with them.
Their teachings, instructive and inspiring in themselves
as they were, could only be appreciated by. those who
shared their inner life.

But outwardly the average

Pharisee with his separatistictendencies must have
appeared as a fanatic.

Josephus could not champion

this type of a man in his history.
cation could accomplish that aim.

NO

amount of glorifi-

Consequently, there is

not a single trace of real Pharisaic Judaism in his history.

(196)
~!

i, 25, 7.
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Of the ethios of the liabbis, which would have really
furthered his general theme, there is no mention.
the prophets appear in a very superficial light.

Even
The

few statements he has on the teachings of the Pharisees
are bare of any insight, and always unsympathetic in
tone.

It is true, Josephus pointed with pride to the

loyalty of his people to their religion, to their
readiness of even beooming martyrs--a phenomenon which
anyone acquainted with Jewish history will know to be
a purely

~harisaic

development--but he dared not to

present it in that light.

The vital content of Pharisaic

Judaism he therefore completely ignored.

He was careful

to inform us of the name of a certain concubine that
Herod presented to his son, while the name of the great
Hilell was found to be so unimportant as not to be mentioned
even once.
It was different with

~ssenism.

The semi-asoetic

tendenoy of its life, the mystery of customs with Vitlich
the group was surrounded, its belief in augury and dreams-these were things already intelligible to the average
Greek and Roman.

Josephus did therefore his best to

show from this angle the affinity between religious
conceptions of his people and those of the GreCO-Homan
world.

The field offered opportunities for every turn

or fancy.
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ItThey t the

~ssenes)

show fidelity to all men.

and espeoially to those in authority; because no one
(197)

obtains the government without God's assistanoe ••••
They esteem death better than living •••• there is never
any olamor or disturbanoe to pollute their house, but
they give everyone leave to speak in their turn; whioh
silence thus kept in their house appears to foreigners
(198)

like some tremendous mystery.
In essence Josephus' method seemed to have worked
on some line as follows.

The greatness of the Jewish

people will be demonstrated by showing their history and
religion to possess elements akin to those of the Greeks
and Romans.

It was by ooncentrating on this formal

relationship between

and paganism that Josephus

~ssenism

thought of serving best his people.
Ne see thus what happened in the end to Josephus'
original urge of writing the Antiquities.

he had commenoed

to write it with a desire to bring to life the history
of a people that was "worthy

0

f study to all the Greeks";

he ended with a history whioh, like the author in his
private life, made flatteries to Greek and [{oman tastes.

(197)
~,

ii, 8, 7.

(198)

lbid., 2, 8, 5 and passim.
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c.

\.,;redibiUty

With the foregoing conclusions. as to sources
and motives in mind. there is not much left to consider
as to the question of the degree of credibility to be
attached to the history of Josephus.

It becomes clearly

a composition where statement and proof bear remote
relations to one another.

It is of course possible to

extract from it in most cases a substratum of facts and
reinterpret them on new lines.

But as such. every

episode must be judged separately as to veracity,
significance, etc.

"Beneath all his (Josephus') partisan-

ship and his rhetorical language lies a goodly nucleus
(199)

of important information."

•

I

To discover that "nucleus"

is to find the only thing that is trustworthy in Josephus'
writings.
The degree of credibility of Josephus' history
cannot thus be estimated in a constant term; it must
differ with each separate episode.
D.

Hationality

The prublem of cause and effect in the general
development of historiography is an important one.

It

reflects the mental life of historians, their manner of
regarding the passing events of life.

The early attempts

(199)
Encyclopedia of Heligion and l!:thics, art. "Josephus",
p. 577.
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of historians to ascribe certain episodes to the
miraculous intervention of a divinity are indications
of the supernaturalism that characterized their minds.
Un the other hand, retention of miracles together with
an attempt to rationalize them presents the emergence
of naturalism, though not completely freed from the
older conception.
Josephus belonged to the latter class. He was
a wavering rationalist.

He recounted miracles, and

then to convince himself of their plausibility he
cited similar Greek and Homan miraculous accounts
as if to gather courage from them to present his stories
with equanamity.
~ea

Thus, if

~srael's

passing of the Hed

appeared as unnatural, a similar providential act

that happened to Alexander the Great, and told by Greek
historians, gave him confidence to consider his story
as equally sound.
This was Josephus' general method in presenting
miracles.

~t

clearly points to a mind that mentally has

risen already above the crudeness of belief in supernaturalism, but. nevertheless accepts miracles beoause
better people than he still believe in them.

A mental

servility on part of our historian to his environment
is thus marked even here.
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Where there were no direct miracles to acoount
for, Josephus regarded

epochs of history as guided by

Providence along ethical lines.

In essence, that was

a pure Hebraic conception; however, in the hands of
Josephus it eventuated in some Hellenized platitudes as
the following:
"The reward of felicity is proposed by (jod ••••
(200)

Virtue is its own principal reward ••••

viicked aotions

do not esoape the divine anger, nor is justice too weak
to punish offenders, but in time overtakes those that
transgress its laws, and inflicts its punishment upon
the wicked in a manner so much more severe, as they
expected to escape it on aocount of their not being
(201)

punished immediately. Ii
These thoughts are of course all Hebraio in
content. but not in one instance is there to be found
in them the Biblioal loftiness of thought or vigor of
expression.
In addition to these basically Hebraic conceptions,
Josephus reveals surprising number of Greek religious
ideas applied to history.

Thus, the success of a king

excited the jealousy of Providence.

(200)
~ntroduction

to Antiquities, 3.

(201)

viars. vii, 2, 1.

"Fortune was avenged

113

(202)

on Herod in his eternal great suocess."

iVhen

Herod murdered his sons, "the ghosts of Alexander
and Aristobolus go around the palace and become the
inquisitors and discoverers of what could not other(203)
wise be found out."
dhen the hour of fate strikes
no amount of personal endeavor helps--apurely Pagan
conception.

"'rhey, the Zealots) also supposed that

Ananus would be everywhere, and visit the guards every
hour; which indeed was done upon other nights, but was
omitted that night, not by rea.son of any slothfulness
of Ananus, but by the overbearing appointment of fate,
that so both he might himself perish, and the multitude
(204)
of the guards might perish with him."
Josephus' rationalism was thus the typical kind
that characterized practically all the authors of his
period.

his system is interesting only inasmuch as it

combined pagan and Hebraic conceptions of the nature of
causes of historical events.

----(202)
~,

i, 22, 1 and passim.

(203)
Ibid., i, 30, 7.

(204)
ibid., iv, 4, 6.
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spe~'?.~e.!

E.

In the manner of using speeches in his history,
Josephus too represented the level method of his time.
tie made them to serve various purposes.
1.

,mere the author had the original body of

the speeoh that the oharaoter spoke, he used it either
as it was or with small change.

Thus, a proolamation

(205)

of Herod to Jerusalem

retains its original form.

On the other hand,' the speech of Nicolas of Damascus
before Augustus, arguing Arohe1aus' right of accession,
(206)

seems to contain original material but reworked.
2.
a situation.

Speeohes served to indioate the olimax of
Thus, the long oration of Agripps before

the final deoision of the people to commence the war
was made to accentuate the signifioance of the immediately
(207)
following aot.
The speech of Josephus before the walls
of Jerusalem reminding the people of the possible 'consequenoes of their acts signified also the approach of
(208)

the coming climax.

These speeches were originally

delivered, but artificially reworked by the author in
his study as regular orations.
(205)
Viars, i, 15, 5.

(206)
Ibid., ii, 2, 6.

(207)
Ibid. , ii, 16, 4.
(208)

Ibid. ,

V,

9, 4.

They are the central
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points that divide the history into a series of
dramatio climaxes; they constitute fine specimens
of oratory of Josephus' time.
3.

Josephus also used speeches to indicate

the motives of a man's action.

In these cases, the

speeches constituted the process of thinking out of
the reasons and plans that were behind some important
aot of an individual.

Antipater, in his struggle with

his father, Herod, expressed his case well when speaking
(209)
to his mother privately.
4.

Finally, there was a group of speeches that

Josephus may have used to indicate his personal oonvictions.

These were speeches of criticism put in the

mouths of other people that in essenoe may yet have
represented Josephus'

rynn

point of view.

Thus. he put

a denouncement of Herod's character and reign in the
(210)
mouth of a third party;
similarly, he ascribed ~ sr~ech
against the havoc the Romans wrought in Judaea to a
(211)

certain Eleazar.
F.

Chronology

The matter of chronology affords a good check
up on the oare with which Josephus wrote his history.

(209)
~,

i, 30, 3.

(210)
Ibid., i, 26, 2; ii, 6, 2.
(211)

Ibid., vii, 8, 6.
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Nothing after all is as simple as ordinary arithmetic;
and if one's writings were to be inconsistent even in
that, it would show clearly a oarelessness on part of
the author.
Generally, Josephus took much pride in the
exact chronology of the history of his people.

It

(2l2)
was in his opinion evidence of its trustworthiness.
In detail, however, his chronology is characterized
by a confusion of various systems he was trying to
follow simultaneously, and by a number of surprising
inaccuracies.

Thus, he dated the final

attai~~nt

of

independence by the Maccabees according to the Seleucid
(213)
era,
while a chapter later on he placed Aristobolus'
resuming the diadem on another system--that of the Jewish
(214)
return from Babylon.
Simple inaccuracies also abound.
The Persian period, which actually lasted over two
centuries (537-333 B. C.), Josephus due to his failure
of finding ample material to cover these centuries,
presented the period to be of very short duration--not

(215)
more than half of a century.

And yet when he was

(212)
Apion, 7.
(213)
~,

i, 2, 2.

(214)
Ibi d., i, 3, 1.

(215)
In fairness though to Josephus it should be mentioned
that even the Rabbinic historioal sources regarded
the Persian period as of 34 years duration.
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on safer ground, he seemed to have grasped the real
length of that period.

Thus, he established that there

were 481 years that elapsed between the return of the
captivity and the time of

.~tiochus

(216)
Eupator (537-164 B. C.);

while a close figuring of his dates between these two
limits does not yield that total.

Similarly, it has

been pointed out that "he gives the year of the flood
as 2656, though the sum of the years of the Patriarchs
(217)
who lived before it in his reckoning totals only 2256."
Schurer has shown that there are three different dates
on the accession of Cyrus according to various stateloonts
(218)
of Josephus.
"On the whole it seems impossible to
deduce fram Josephus a consistent system of chronology,
or even to show that he had one, and in this respect
(219)
his work is of a somewhat oareless kind."
The problem of chronology is of course a baffling
one at times even to modern historians.

As such, it

could hardly be expected of an ancient historian to
have said the last word on it.

But consistency and

exact oomputation could have been fairly easy accomplishments for an historian.

It might of course be said that

Josephus' failure in this respeot was due to his sources

(216)
Antiquities, xx, 10, 1.
(217)
Bentwieh, Josephus, p. 142.
(218)"

,

2

Schurer, History of Jewish People, II , p. 54.
(219)
Encyclopedia of Religion and Ethics, art. "Josephus",
p. 573.
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and not to his personal writing; but then it would
only reveal the servility with whioh he oopied them,
wi thout attempting to bring them into harmony.
G. Some Unsolved Problems
There remain to be mentioned some general

'XQ-

solved problems of importance that are at present oocupying
the attention of Josephean students, and which have not
as yet been entirely oleared up.
1.

The most important of these problems is

of oourse the renowned testimony to Jesus found in
(220)
the Antiquities.
The passage, small as it is,
has evoked an enormous literature on the question of
its authenticity.

Opinions of soholars may be divided

into three classes: Those who argue for the authentioity
of the whole seotion, for partial interpolation, and
those who are against the authentioity of the whole
(221)
seotion.
The importanoe of that testimony lies in its
being the earliest reference extant to the founder of
Christianity.

Josephus wrote his history only some

50-60 years after the death of Jesus.
(220)

Antiquities, xvii, 3, 3.
(221)
B!bliography may be found in Sohurer, History,
I , p. 143-145; and in Judaism and Beginnings
of Christianity, p. 231.
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Generally, it may be said that the present
opinion of scholars in regard to that passage is swinging
between the second and third positions, with a greater
weight of authority inclining towards the latter view.
2.

A recent problem which is now gathering great

momentum is the discovery of a Slavonic Josephus, for
which the claim is being made tha.t it is a Slavonic
translation of the original Aramaio draft in which
Josephus wrote the

~.

We remember that Josephus

wrote his first work primarily for Jewish people, and
the "barbarians" of the Euphra.tes, who spoke Aramaio.
A work of that kind would naturally contain more genuine
references to forms of Jewish life.

Thus while in his

Greek version Josephus hardly dared to mention the word
Messiah, in an Aramaio edition he would have naturally
been more free to use such a term. The problem still
(222)
awaits ample treatment. Eisler
argues for the
authenticity of the Slavonic text.
3.

A third group of problems is that of Josephus l

corroborating Jewish legal and traditional opinions.
Josephus wrote in a time when Talmudic law was not as
yet pennitted to be written down.

It was still regarded

(222)
In his book The Messiah Jesus.
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as an oral law, to be practised by the people through
the guide of its teaohers.

It was not oodified until

some hundred years after Josephus' death.

,ihen a

comparison is then made between statements of <!osephus
on law and their parallels in the Mishna and Talmud,
certain disorepanoies, though of minor nature, are found.
The question then arises, are the Josephan statements
early fonns of these laws or are they smply mistakes
due to ignoranoe?

In general, evidence seems to point

towards the latter conolusion, but the problem still
awaits olose investigation.
The same question may be raised in regards to
the Haggadah, traditional material found in Josephus'
version of the Bible's stories.

These narratives contain

almost in every case certain legendary enbellishments,
traoes of which are found in the later Midrashio literature
of Judaism.

Questions of the same nature that have been

raised in regard to the legal material are also of
importanoe in the Haggadio field.
4.

Finally, there is a large group of indirect

references throughout Josephus' works whioh cover maqy
items of importance--politioal, religious, social,
Parthian, eto.

A list of a few of these indireot

sidelights will show the soope they cover:
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There was an earthquake in the Near East
(223)
during the time of the battle of Aotium.
Pelusium, off the ooast of Palestine, was the
(224)
seat of a Roman fleet in the Mediterranean.
Augustus' household servants exerted an indireot
(225)
influenoe on his politioal polioies for the provinoes.
There was a place in the Egyptian Delta that
(226)
was oalled Jews' Camp.
In Damascus, Gentile women were under suoh
Judaising influenoes that their husbands would not
(227)
trust them in a planned attaok on the Jews.
A chapter in the inner history of Parthia is
(228)
also to be found in the Antiquities.
A reading of Josephus' history apparently offers
part of its oompensation in the many-sidedness of the
world it portrays.

(223)
~,

i, 19, 3.

(224)
Ibid. , i, 14, 2.
(225)
Ibid., i, 32, 6.
(226)
Ibid., i, 9, 4.
(227)
Ibid., ii, 20, 2.
(228)
Antiquities, xviii, 9, 1-9.
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IV.

CONCEPTION OF HISTORY

Anyone perusing the personal references of
Josephus in his history will be impressed by the faots
that the author was very strongly consoious of his art
as an historian, and of the credentials he brought to
that profession.

He could hardly bear the thought of

someone daring to criticize him as to the truthfulness
of his accounts.
"How impudent then must those deserve to be
esteemed that undertake to contradict me about the true
(229)

state of those affiarsl"
He would never tire of pointing out the qualifioations that enabled him to become the historian of
(230)

his people.
In a way, Josephus made these statements in
defense of his "magnum opus", the Antiquities.

'rhe work

had aroused a storm in the literary oiroles of Rome.
For an author to oome forward and olaim such excellence
and remote antiquity for the Jews--and this at a time
when after the Destruction no one had to say a good word
for them--was a daring act that could not be left to go
unohallenged.

Josephus was henoe attacked from both

personal and professional sides.
(229)

Api on, p. 10
(230)

Ibid., p. 9.

In defense of these
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assaults, Josephus for the one time in his life boldly
stepped forward to speak out his personal convictions;
the result was his Contra Apion, in the discussion of
which he occasionally turned aside to voice his opinions
on some general conceptions of
A.

histo~.

Criticism of Greek Historiography

An easy way of defending one's own cause has
always been to commence with an attack on the opposing
side.

Josephus was prone not to neglect any opportunity.

Accordingly, he had some pointed marks to say on general
Greek historiography.
The conspicuous defect from which Greek historiography suffered was, according to Josephus, the soarcit,y
of any good foundation for its early period.

Having

taken no care to preserve publio reoords, the Greeks
could point to no written sources either in Temples or
on public monuments to illumine the early course of events
of their history.

Prior to Hamer's period, there was

not any writing which is agreed to be genuine; and even
of his epics, "the report goes, that he did not leave
his poems in writing, but that their memory was preserved
in songs, and they were put together afterward, and
that this is the reason of such a number of variations
(231)

as are found in them."

(231)
Apion, p. '2.

,,
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The cause of this

deficien~

of Greek historio-

graphy goes back, in the opinion of Josephus, to a
tunda~ntal

characteristic of Greek life--namely, that

it had not developed the proper esteem for history as
a science of great importance.

Among the Egyptians and

all Semitio peoples "their history was esteemed sacred,
and put into publio tables, as written by men of the

(232)
greatest wisdom they had among them."
development never took place.

In Greece, this

As a result, history

remained an individual science. to be written by people
who wanted to serve their personal interests. "Their
business was to demonstrate that they could write well

(233)
and make an impression upon mankind thereby."

I!.'ven

Thucydides who seems to have given us the exactest history
of the affairs of his times "is accused of some as writing
(234)
what is false."
We might say that Josephus made here the point
that among the Egyptian and Semitic peoples, history
enjoyed an official position in the state; among the
Greek people, it never rose to that level, but wa$ left
to its fate. shifting

aiml~ssly

for its existence and

depending upon individuals to volunteer to enter the

(232)
(233)

Apion, p. 2.
Ibid., 5.

(234)

Ibid. , 3.
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servioe of its cause.

'i'men they finally did

so~

no

Greek would care to examine the historians' credentials
or determine the exactness with which they wrote their
histories.
Hence~

own history.

the levity of the Greek's regard for his
"He takes it to be merely a discourse as

framed agreeably to the inclinations of those that wrote
(235)
them~
but of no serious meaning. No Greek would
therefore be willing to undergo the least personal harm
if he were to see all the histories of his people put
(236)
to fire.
But compare the case in countries where
"not everyone is permitted of his own accord to be a
writer •••• they being only prophets that have written
(237)
the original and earliest aooounts of things",
and
it is possible to understand why a people of that kind
would have a sacred regard for history.
"Time and again ere now the sight has been witnessed of (Jewish) prisoners enduring tortures and death
in every form in the theatres, rather than utter a single
word against the laws and the allied (historioal)

(235)
Apion, 8.
(236)
Ibid.
(237)
Ibid. ~ 7.

~ocuments.
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;That Greek would endure as muoh for the same Oatlse?
Even to save the entire oolleotion of the nation's
writings from destruotion he would not faoe the
smalle st per sonal inj ury •

For to the Greeks they are

mere stories improvised aooording to the fanoy of their
(238)
authors."
The world thus has to learn from Greek historiography "only style and eloquenoe of oomposition" but
nothing as to verity and attitude.
B. History as It Should Be i1ritten
History then is a soienoe that demands great
requirements of those who enter its profession.

In

particular, these requisites are as follows.
The historian must have been either a partioipant
in the affairs he desoribes or to have had first-hand
information from those that knew them.

tlEveryone that

undertakes to deliver the history of actions truly ought
to know them aocurately himself in the first place, as
either having been concerned in them himself, or been
(239)
informed of them' by such as know them."
He must be equipped by his early education to
understand the life and nature of the people he takes

(238)
Apion, 8.
(239)
Ibid •• 10.
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(240)
as his theme.
Before commencing to write, the historian

(241)
must first gather all possible materials for his work.
There must be special attention given to treating sources
(242)
with aocuracy.
Honesty in presenting the theme as
it appears to the historian, without adding or distracting
any particulars from it, is the next imperative require(243)
mente
After accuracy and honesty comes style.

"Among

other qualifications the historiar. •••••• needs charm of
style, in so far as this is attainable by the ohoioe and
oombination of words and whatever else may serve to
embellish the narrative for his readers, in order that
the instruction may be attended by a certain fascination
and pleasure; but, above all, he must aim to speak
(244)
accurately, and to speak truly.1t

(240)
Api on, 10.

(241)
Ibid. , 9.

(242)
Anti qui tie s J xiv, 1, 1.

(243)
Ibid.

(244)
Ibid •• xx, 11, 2.

l
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Deduction of ethical precepts and philosophical
implications from the course of historical events is a

(245)
legitimate and partial task of the historian.
In its final form, a true history is recognized
by the stamp of oonsistenoy of the view it bears, and
the universal agreement it evokes.

~

"The proof of historioal

veracity is universal agreement in the description,

(246)
oral or written, of the same events."
Finally, the historian must pennit his work to
go through the study of competent critios and authorities

(247)
to reoeive their commendation.

It is only then that

the history oan be placed before the public.

c.

Assistants.

Style.

Literary Value

From the nature of this brief sketch of Josephus'

':::.

thoughts on the writing of history, we are justified in
inferring that he had a high regard for his art.

Further

indications of style and literary merits point to the
same oonolusion.
Josephus wrote his history in Greek.

But as his

knowledge of that language from his youth could not have

(24e)
been any too profound, he admitted

(245)
Introduction to Antiquities, 3.

(246)
Apion, 5.
(247)
Ibid., 9.
(248)
Ibid •• 9; Antiquities, xx, II, 2.

of having obtained
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,

assistance--"employed collaborators for the sake of
(249)

Greek style. It

Thackeray

hands of at least two

has carefully traced the

di~tinct

assistants in Josephus'

works: one, an involved Thucydidean style, characterized
by an extravaganoy of expression, and the other, of a
pure classical Greek style.

He has also traced the

influence of general classical Greek and Roman literature
on certain portions of Josephus' history.
The effect of Josephus' style he expresses in
the following words.

"Considered as a 11 terary work the

Jewish War as a whole possesses great merits.

The style

is an excellent speoimen of the Atticistic Greek fashionable
in the first century, introduced by the school which sought
to stem the development of the language that set in with
the Alexandrian age and to revive the Attic of the age of
Pericles.

A choice vocabulary, well-knit sentences and

paragraphs, niceties in the use of partioles and in the
order of words, a uniformly classical style but without
(250)
slavish imitation of classical models"-these and
other excellences are characteristic of the War.
The style of the Antiquities, on the other hand,
represents the work of both assistants.

In portions where

(249)

Judaism and Begirmings of Christianity, art. "Josephus",
pp. 198-210.
(250)

Josephus, Vol. II (Loeb Classical Library), pp. xii-xiv.

i
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the Thucydidean collaborator was at work, "the old
Grecian battles are refought, orations of Perioles
(251)
redelivered on Palestinean soil;
while in other
portions, the purity of the style of the War is again
marked.
The literary value of Josephus' history as a
whole stands on no lower plane than his style.

For

whatever might be said on the author's shortcomings
as to lack of discrimination in using sources, harmonizing
motives, etc., his work as it is before us is a moving
and picturesque narrative.

He built his story in

desoriptive concrete pictures.

His exaot descriptions

of natural phenomena, geographical divisions of Palestine,
fortresses, sieges, battles, have the effect of placing
the scenes and events right before the reader's eye.
In addition, he had a fine sense of irony.

Thus,

Archelaus "lest he should be in danger of not being
(252)
thought the genuine son of Herod"
began his reign
with the murder of 3,000 citizens.
vIe might then conclude that what Josephus lacks
on close examination, he makes up with a vividness of

(251)
Thackeray, Josephus the Historian, p. Ill.

(252)
~,

ii, 6, 2.
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his theme as a whole.

That clearness is of course

only an external quality, but its effect nevertheless
is of raising to life the age he described.

V. RELATIVE POSITION OF JOSEPHUS AMONG CLASSICAL HISTORIANS
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V. RELATIVE POSITION OF JOSEPHUS AMONG CLASSICAL HISTORIANS
It is to the credit of Josephus that when placed

•

amidst the other renowned historians of antiquity, he does
not fall short of their standards.

For while he was

assuredly no historian of the first rank, he may yet be
found mentioned in the same breath with Dionysius of
(253)

Halicarnassus, Dio Cassius, Appian --

historians of note

with all of whom he measures up quite favorably.
Josephus, due to the Greek language in whioh he
wrote his history, belongs to the Hellenistio historians,
who continued their traditions throughout the period of
the Roman Empire.

They constituted a sohool that was

characterized by its Atticism, a tendency to classicize,
"imi ta ting the great ancient writers instead of striking
(254)
out new lines of thought or expression."
Unlike other
movements of imitation, however, this tendenoy proved
(255)
quite successful.
In addition to its Atticism, the sohool

~s

marked

by a certain flatness, an inability of rising to genuine
heights of inspiration that would produce some outstanding
master historians.

The oause of this decline may be

explained by the fact that the early great historians

(253)
Encyolopedia Brittanica, art. IIGreek Literature ll , p. 837.
(254)

Ibid.

(255)
Ibid.
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of Greeoe emerged from a background that was distinctively
Greek in the spirit of life, while "the Hellenistic
writers, subjects of Empires that were none of their
own creation, had no longer a community which they could
(256)
symbolize."
Hence the histories of even the best of

these writers fall quite short of greatness.

Dio Cassius,

e.g., "whose history though is by far more than a mere
compilation is yet not remarkable for impartiaU ty. vigor
(257)
of judgment tor critical historioal f'acul ty."
It was similarly true of the entire group of
Hellenistic historians amidst whom Josephus stood, namely,
Doinysius of Halicarnassus, Dio Cassius, Arrian, Appian,
Herod1an, Eusebius, and Zosimus.

They all embodied

improvements in technical skill, and in the manner of
presenting lively accounts of external events, but failed
in the greater requirements of first-class histories.
A comparison with the Latin group of historians
is also of' importance; not so much beoause of Josephus
wrote in Rome, but due to the fact that he was a
contemporary of' Taoitus, one of the greatest of Roman
historians.

Generally, the period in which Josephus

wrote, the Silver Age, was in many respects similar to
(258)
the Hellenistic Period in Greek liberature.
Tacitus

(256)
Encyclopedia Brittanioa, art. "Greek Literature", p. 837.
(257)
Ibid., art. "Dio Cassius", p. 392.
(258)
Ibid., art. "Latin Literature", p. 751.
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was the only exception to the mediocrity of that age;
he is indeed considered as one of the greatest historians
of all times.
The question of the influenoe that the two historians
exerted upon one another, particularly

s~nce

Tacitus in

his Histories narrated Jewish events that were within the
field of Josephus, is a problem to which only conjectures
(259)

can be made.

However, one oannot fail to note that

oertain fundamental conceptions we have met in Josephus'
history are also to be found in that of Tacitus, namely,
the concept of underlying principles of moral law in
history, the manner of external objectivity with whioh
they claim to have written their histories while in reality
they were moved by oertain interests.
Concluding the consideration of Josephus' relative
position among classical historians, we might say that in
form and manner he was completely submerged in the olassical
environment.

In other words, what we have seen to be true

of his life and charaoter, namely, that their roots went
deep down into the Judaean environment, is conversely true
of him as an historian--namely, that it went deep down
into the Greoo-Roman World.

(259)
Thaokeray, Josephus the Historian, p. 127.
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VI.

SUMMARY

It is difficult to appraise the works of Josephus.
History itself has varied its verdict on them.

Enjoying

reputation during the Empire as part of the standard
literature, treasured as a kind of introduction to the
Gospels during the early Christian period, oarefully
preserved throughout the stonny Middle Ages beoause of
their celebrated testimony to the founder of Christianit,y,
and still highly venerated through the Renaissance period
up to modern times--his works enjoyed an authority almost
next to that of the Bible.

I

I

~

Nor was the historian overlooked

in this wave of admiration. Rome itself erected his statue
(260)
after his death.
Cassiodorus called him "almost a
(261)
seoond Livy;
Scaliger of the Italian Renaissance regarded
him as superior to any pagan historian; and his popularity
reaohed even Rembrandt, as is seen from the painter's
naming a portrait after Josephus.

Only students of his

own people doubted the truthfulness of his history.
During the Empire and early Middle Age periods, they forgot
him entirely; his history was rediscovered by them not

until the revival of Jewish literature in Spain and North
Afrioa.

A characteristio of him made by the famous Isaac

Abranbanel of the fifteenth century reads as follows.

(260)
See the sources quoted in Eisler's The Messiah Jesus,
p. 29, n. 1-2.
(261)

Quoted in Bentwich, Josephus, p. 245.
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"In many things he (Josephus) perverted the truth,
even where we have the Scriptures before us, in order
to oourt favor with the Romans, as a slave submits
(262)

himself to the will of his master."
Modern oritioism, as has been seen throughout
this entire paper, is inolined to accept, though not
entirely, the Jewish view.

It has arrived at this

oonolusion from the standpoint of a oonsideration of both
the author's life, and from the manner in which he exeouted
his profession as a historian.
being candid.

He remained through his life self-centered

and self-interested.
,..

His activity was far from

In a heroic age of Jewish .trenuous

endeavor, oentering at first in the struggle against Rome,
and then in the Restoration at Jabneh--he remained a selfseeking, complacent type of man.

And as an historian

"the client in him prevails over the historian: we oan never
be sure whether he is expressing his own opinion or only
what he conceives will be pleasing to his patrons and

(263)
masters."
Yet, in fairness to the man as an historian,
his great servioe to history must be taken into aocount.
He is after all the 801e authority extant for an age that
is of colossal importance to the history of the world.

•

(262)
Quoted in

Ben~nch,

(263)

Ibid., p. 256.

Josephus, p. 253.
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The times and circumstances in which he wrote help to
explain many of his defects and shortcomings.

And while

when examined individually, and held up to close scrutiny,
he can hardly pass the test of greatness, yet when placed
in the entire oompany of historians of the Silver Age,
he may well be said to have been--a first-rate historian
of a second-rate age.
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